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THE ADVERTISEMEN IL. 


M* attention was drawn afide, by accident, to the fubject of 


this Appendix, from more agre seable ftudies. When I 
was writing my P ofi[cript to the “Author of The Purfuits of 


¥ 1 
athe 


: Literature, 1 was led, by his declaration,  tnat ne would quote 

: “ Funius as an Englifb claffic, like Livy or Tacitus,” to.advert 

| both to the political writer, who was, in this manner, celebrated 

by factioufnels ; a and to his Pies which was, thus, praifed by ig- 

norance. 1 was foon induced, by my conviction, to fay, that I 
4 


PY 


had feen documents, which fatisfied me, that Hugh M‘Auley 
> >) 


was the real author of Junius’s epiftles. As fome of th efe 
1 foi k NUE oe a 
| dozuments had been freely comm nunicated to me by Mr. 1 a i 
’ 4 7 te Fe ad 
| CAMPBELL, the Editor of The Indian Obferver, delic acy forbade 


me to anticipate what he inten publifh, on the fame point: 
a ee ey Sa pe eg ee a 
But, he has blunted my feniatrons of deli 


a ee + a O<x7 Janpers . y an pa As tp av pwnr ‘ 
attacking me, in the news-papers, On a mere difference of ta/jte. 
~ [edited eee / 4] 


| (mee PA | ae ‘ 1} 
| T now feel myfelf, therefore, at liberty to obey the calls, that have 
) 
been made on me, to fubmit to the judgements of others the 
. OLS oe np we 0d Se 2. 4 
fame documents, which had t srought conv iction to my mind, 


| In doing this, I eee no other nterett:; than to prove, that I 
fooke not of decuments, which 1 did not Boreas and have no 


ir 

other purpofe, than to ihow, that I feldom deliver opinions, 
Se a oe fe Cee ee 

wonien L cannot fupport DY ar guime nt. ana face. 


1 . ) 7 
I do not: ae that a literary conteft has arifen, from my 
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the overflow ings of the gall, which were excited by it, have 


foiled-the outfide of my habit. I have looked on upon the com- 
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THE ADVERTISEMENT, 


bat, without entering the lifts ; in order to fee, more clearly, the 
peculiar artifices of the combatants, and the real objects of the 
battle. The Public has gained fome advantages: additional facts 
have been afcertained ; new circumftances ai ve 5 difclofed ; 
and appr te inferences have been drawn, which, in the courfe 
of refear de will lead to the eftablifhment of truth. Intereft 
mz ‘Vy Ind ide o>. peRpley for a while, and {ceptici{m may delude 5 
but time will produce fuch knowledge, as will, in the end, fix 
all opinions jn one judgement, 


Before the publication of my Supplemental Apology, Mathias 
filled the news-papers, and the literary journals, with inquiries 
about the author of his Purfuits of Literature: he now fills 
both, with queftions about the writer of Funius; thereby imi 
tating the inftinctive policy of the lapwing, which may deceive 
children, but not men. Perfonal lampoon, and artificial myftery, 
gave a temporary currency to the firft of thofe libels, and have 
given it to the lat: I will venture to foretel, that the fame mo- 
ment the mafk fhall be torn from the face of ‘funius, he will be 


contigned to neglect ; he will, thenceforth, be no more regarded, 
th 


‘than a th > Auth 1or of the Purfuits of Literature, who brought, 


himfelf into notice by the fame means; viz. Oe the profti- 
tution of his GALED ERs} whatever they may be, and by grofs abufe 
of the characters of others, however rete Of Junius, 
1 will conclude, in apne words: * He will foon be 
more atten tak examined, and what folly has taken for a 
§* comet, that from its flaming hair fhoak peftilence and war, 
$f inquiry will find to be only a meteor, which, having plunged 
s§ its followers in a bog, will Jeaye us inquiring, why we re~ 
fs garded pei 


THE following printed fome months ago; But, 
underftanding that the Vo ae Hugh Boyd were foon te A 
punliied, I thought it pru to wait their appearance ; in 
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order 


ineets were 
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THE ADVERTISEMENT. 


order to fee, whether they contained any documents, that 
would either confute my reafoning, or confirm my judgment, 
I have, however, found nothing in them, which has in the leat 
changed my opinions, with regard to the author of Junius, to 
the character of M‘Auley Boyd, or to the conduct of the Editor 
of his works. He has, indeed, publifhed what I have often 
quoted, as the wnpublifhed letter of Mr. Almon. He has re- 
publithed: the Whig from Almon’s Poljtical Anecdotes, which T 
have alfo quoted. He has, moreover, publifhed, as the produc- 
tions of his author, feveral feditious Effays from the News- 
papers. Yet, his refearches did not enable him to publifh what 
L have now publifhed, the W111 of M‘Auley’s father; neither 
has he given a fac funile of the hand-writing of his author, which 
I have fuperadded, though I have not infifted on the comparifon 
of writings, either feigned, or real, asa proof. From the ine 
{pection of feveral letters of Boyd, and of his wife, I perceive, 
that he wrote moft like a woman, and /be moft like a man, 
The editor has, at the fame time, fupprefled what I have quo= 
ted from his OgsERVER, p. 346. N° L. as an important docu- 
ment, for {hewing, at once, the cloven foot of Funius, and Boyd’s 
real fentiments on the French Revolution. What other fup> 
preffions or interpolations, there may bein Boyd’s Works, I have 
neither opportunity, nor leifure, nor inclination, to develope, 


I {ee that the editor of Boyd’s Works is fill angry with me; 
becaufe I think differently from him about his favourite author, 
although I have laboured, with full as much diligence as himfeif, 


we) 


aud pérhaps with full as much fuccefs, in proving his funda- 
mental propofition, that M‘Auley Boyd was the real author of 
junius’s Letters; And, he continues. to harp, with recriminating 


oh i ; c bs TaD ele Oia, 
quill, on my figurative expreffion, that M‘Auley Boyd was an 
United Irifbman. We only differ in taffe, as | haye already 


my . = . gs , 5 NATCA iw DB) : 
intimated: We. agree, in aflerting, that WifAuley Boy: 
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ferver; but, dis taffe induces him to confider thofe publications, 
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as very temperate, loyal, and meritorious, effufions of a goo 
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SUPPLEMENTAL. APOLOGY: 


BEING 


THE DOCUMENTS FOR 
THE OPINION 
FHAT HUGH McAULAY BOYD WROTE 


FUNIUS’S LETTERS, 


et EEE i BY Er 


URING the progrefs of inquiry, and the in- 
veftigation of truth, it gave me fatisfa@tion to 
obferve, that the little, which I had faid, in my Sup- 
plemental Apology, about the writer of Junius, had 
produced fome ufeful information, at the fame time, 
that it gave rife to a little controverfy: yet; in my’ 
mind, it deducts fomewhat from the amount of fuch 
gratification to obferve, that new anecdotes about 
Spenfer, additional information about Shakfpeare, and 
curious documents about Milton, fhould be lefs in- 
tereftinge to the Mob of Gentlemen, who write with 
ea/e, than the detection of fuch’a {cribbler as Mathias, 
or the expofing of fuch an anarchift as M*Aulay. 
What 1s, however, more diftant will generally {trike 
with lefs force than what is more near. The difpu- 
B tants 
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2 THE APPENDIX. [Wirt REGARD 


tants felt little intereft im apis Shak{peare, ~and: 
Milton, whatever they quent feel, or pretend to feel, 

about Junius. They were apprehentive, it feems, left 
an impofition fhould be practifed on the public; and 
they were, ther refore, difpofed rather to em ibrace error, 
with all her uglinefs, than to welcome truth with all 
her beauty. opp ofed the qu uoting of Junius, as a 
authority; becaule neither his ftyle, nor his 


= 
S 
poet 
oo 


ey appeal -ed to me to merit that diftinction ; 
whatever might be declared by ignorance, or con- 
ceived by Jacébinifiny “IP have revie »wedi my opinion, 
as to who was the author ,of hole celebrated letters, 
and I fee no reafon to retract it: on the contrary, 
after reconfidering my Prccrke ents, I am more fully 
convinced, notwithftandine all etiat I have feen, and 
read, that Hugh M‘Aulay Boyd was the real author 
of thofe political papers, w hatever may be the dignity 
of age 1 pene or the value of their, matter. 
now prefume to-give' the refult of my inquiries, 
with re sel toa fubje&t, which 1s furely) sharmlefs 
enough, if it be merely a queftion, whoj wrote,a a fedi- 
tious paper, thirty, years ago, whatever any) man may 
think of the prefumption of  exercifing, liberally, the 
private right of public difcuffion, on fach a fubject. 

I will proceed, briefly, to fubmit my facts, and -ar- 
cuments, to all, who. can find an intereft, or. feel, a 
gratification, in ihe inquiry 5, who can read, without 
prejudice, and determine, without partiality. . Twill 
divide what I haveto fay into. two heads: aft..T will 
inquire, who. did ‘vot -write Junius’s Epiftles;.and, 


maa 
adly, I willendeavour to fhow, who did write 'thole 


Letters. 
FIRST: 


. T yy T 
to Junius.] 


First: It has been fuppofed, though I know not on 
what evidence of fact, or deductions of argument, that 
Junius was fome great character; fome man of great 


rank; fome writer of great erudition; fome lawyer . 


of great knowledge; fome politician of great impor- 
tance. Yes: Every impoftor pretends to vaft conf{e- 
quence, when he wifhes to impofe upon the worl 
Paine pretended to be a perfon of great importance, 
when he offered his jacobinical pamphlets to the 
Englith world: Marhias, when he wanted to circulate 
his jacobinical Purfuits, arrogated the privileges, be- 
longing to a member of parliament of high rank, and 
to a {cholar of vaft learning. But, what are the pre- 
tenfions of Junius to greatnefs ? As a man of quality, 
he condefcended to write three years in the new(- 
papers [from the 21ft of January 1769 to the 2ift 
of January 1772]; to altercate with Mr. Horne; to 
correfpond with Mr. Wilkes; and to mingle in City 
politics with Bellas and Croiby, Sawbridge, and 
Townfhend. He was, plainly, 2 man of the towwzn, 
who ran about the ftreets, for three fucceffive years, 
collecting information, for the purpofe of {cribbling 
{peedy anfwers to petty objeCtions. The improba- 
bility, that a man of quality would a@ thus, without 
any perceiveable motive, cannot be repelled by the 
confideration “* of the tone of equality, which he 
*¢ feemed to ufe, in his expreffions, re{pecting perfons 
“of rank.” It might, by parity of reafon, be faid, 
that he muft have been a King; becaufe he had the 
audacity to write familiarly to 47s King. From recent 
experience, we know, that every anarchift writes of 
the greateft perfonages, with perfec equality; becaufe 
B2 their 
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4. 
their purpofe is to degrade ereatnefs, by infults on the 
high. Whoever undertakes to maintain an egregious 
improbability ought to bring with him into court the 
{trongeft evidence. 

be who contends for the erudition of Junius, would 

o well to produce examples of his profou ad literature, 
mn aarder t hat his pretenfions may be fcanned. When 
erudition 1s mentioned, we think of Bentley, or Bryant, 
of Buchanan, or Ruddiman; not of a pert templar, 
who is juft come from College, with an high conceit 


ai 


of his own knowledge. It was the opinion vO Wilkes, 


X 


and his affociates, “ that the writer of Junius was not 


ied 


‘© an author by profeffion, trom the vifible improve- 
“© ments, which were, fuc calipers difcernable in his 
ftyle (a).”. Without knowing the opinions of 

it apy ( r to me, that the papers 

of Junius were produced by a juvenile writer, who 
a : 


had not formed his ityle, upon any ‘model, nor by 
any rule.. Iam {till of this, opinion, after reviewing 
the cotrected Edition of his Epiftles. 

But, he was perhaps a great Jurift. A Commen- 


itor upon Coke-Littleton avers, that Junius ‘* was 
“not a a OE Lawyer, from the grofs inaccuracy 
“of fome of his Be expreffions (4). Junius, it 
not underftand the Termes del ley. In 


ad 


te ra x 
4narmet? 1 
1eeMmertn,. Gi 


that opinion I concur, trom a confideration of the 


s 


abfurd reafonings, and unconftitutional doct trines of 
Junius 

Well: Hie was a writer of political importance. 
Yet, he did not acquire this importance from inheri- 


a) Anti-Jacobin Rev, July, 1799p: 347. 
d 799 34 
»(6)-Ad. 


lauce, 


To JuNtus,] THE -APPENDYTX. g 
tance, but by purchafe: He fcribbled himfelf; and 
was f{cnbbled by others, into importance. “ Of ; 
‘* all. the political writers,’ fays Junius: himfelf (c), ee, 


*< the acceflion of the Houle of Brunfwick to the 
“ throne of Great Britain, the Author of Junius’s 
** Letters 1s undoubtedly one of the moft eminent. 
“© Others have efpoufed as noble a caufe, and with 
““ equal zeal, but few or none with equal abilities,” 
In his. Letters to the Freeholders of Antrim, in 1776, he 
claims to be confidered as the greateft conftitutional 
writer: Locke, he allows, did much; but Junius did 
more. ‘Thefe are, no doubt, very weighty reafons, 
for acknowledging the great importance of this poli- 
tical writer. He-was, however, a formidable anta- 
: gonift to individuals, and a powerful opponent to 
: government. 

By this brief inveftigation of the quettion, who was 
not the. Author of Junius, ia genera/, we are led, by 
an eafy progrefs, to the inquiry, who was zof, in par- 
ticular, the writer of that famous paper. And, thus, 
freeing ourfelves, by that inveftigation, from prejudice, 
we fhall proceed, in the inquiry, with more coolnets ; 
we fhall liften to facts, and circumftances, with more 
attention; and fhall judge with due impartiality, con- 
cerning this myfterious queftion, 


——1ORDs SACK VILLE— 


Was one of the refpectable perfonages, to whom 
the letters of Junius were early attributed, for the 


(c) Anecdotes of the Author, prefixed to the 8yo, Ed. 1771, 


p. L 
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purpofe 
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purpofe of deception: But, thofe, who wifhed to con- 
ceal the truth, or to propagate the error, appear to 
have known little of the perfon accufed, or of the 
fcribbler concealed. 

Lord George Sackville was the third fon of Lionel, 
the firft Duke of Dorfet, by Elizabeth, the daughter 
of Lieutenant General Colyear; and was born on the 
26th of January 1715-16. He owed the firft part of 
his {cholaftic education to Weftminfter School, and 
the laft part to Trinity College, Dublin: He wrote 
Latin verfes, while at Weftminfter, on the acceffion 
of George 2d; and he is faid to have, afterwards, 
done credit to his inftructors at Dublin. He, how- 
ever, chofe arms for his profefion. He received 
his fir’ commiffion in 1737; and he rofe, by one- 
and-twenty years of various, and diftinguifhed, fer- 
vices, to be a Lieutenant General, a Privy Counfellor, 
and the Commander in Chief of the Britith forces in 
Germany. At the Battle of Minden, owing to fome 
mifunderftanding, which has not yet been clearly ex- 
plained, he incurred the virtual cenfure of Prince Fer- 
dinand of Brunfwick, the celebrated General of the 
allied troops, which, by drawing on him the indigna- 
tion of the late King, occafioned his difmiffion from 
the army. 

At the commencement of a new reign, much 1s 
generally forgotten, and more is filently forgiven, On 
the accefion of his prefent Majefty, Lord Sackville 
was received at Court with the grace, which Courts 
feldom deny to high birth, fenatorial dignity, and con- 
fiderable talents.. For, this courtly reception, how- 
ever, was the government reviled, by the ftudied acri- 
4 mony 
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mony of the North Briton (d). From thefe intima- 
tions, it is apparent, that Lord Sackville had not 
received any unkindnefs from the King; and had not, 
confequently, any temptation to mingle in. City 
politics, on behalf of Wilkes, who had reviled him, 
-with unprovoked illnature. Yet, was the writing of 
the Letters of Junius attributed to Lord Sackville, on 
I know not what pretence, except the mere fufpicion 
of Sir William Draper. At the age of fifty-three, 
Lord Sackville could not have any one motive to re- 
vile the King, to criminate the government, and to 
promote the interefts of Wilkes, to whom he, cer- 
‘tainly, owed no favours. The imputation of his being 
the writer of Junius’s Epiftles is, therefore, contrary to 
all the fuggeftions of common fenfe, and is inconfiltent 
with every rule of probability. Lord Sackville, when 
he heard, that the papers of Junius were imputed to 
him, voluntarily, difavowed an imputation, which did 
no credit to his chara¢ter. To a moft refpectable 
friend, a Fellow of the Royal Society, who then lived 
in habits of intimacy with him, his Lordthip privately 
faid, what he probably defigned fhould be, publicly, 
repeated: ‘ I thould be proud to be capable of 
“ writing as Junius has done; but, there are many 
“ paflages, in his Letters, I (hould be very forry to 
‘© have written.” 

Lord Sackville became Secretary of State in 1775 5 
and afterwards a Peer of Parliament. He died, with 
the fortitude of a Soldier, and the refignation of a 
Chriftian,.on the 26th of Augult 1785 (e). 

(d) N° 46, 
(¢) There-is a full account of Lord Sackville, in the European 
Magazine, for September, and October, 1785. 
) B 4 WILLIAM 
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—WriLt1AmM GERARD HAMILTON— 
Has been fuppofed, with ftill more confidence, to be 
the myfterious writer of Juntus’s letters. ‘This gen- 
tleman was defcended from the refpe¢table family of 
Hamilton of Wifhaw, in Ayrfhire, which family has 
lately fucceeded, by defcent, in a refplendent line of 
anceftors, to the Peerage of Belhaven. He was the 
fon of William Hamilton, of Lincoln’s Inn, by Helen 
Bruce, the fifter of David Bruce, of Kinaird, and the 
aunt to James Bruce, the celebrated traveller. Wial- 


liam Hamilton left the Scotifh, for the Englith, Bar, 
foon after the Union; and rofe, by his talents, and 


application, to great eminence in his profeffion, and 
lived to acquire \abundant wealth. ~He became a 
Bencher of the Society, the Treafurer of Lincoin’s 
Inn, in 1752, and he died, on the 1sth of January, 
1754: | 

William Gerard Hamilton was born, in Lincoln’s 
Inn, on the 28th day of January 1728-9 (f). He 
was educated under the Reverend Doctor Barton at 
Winchelter, and he afterwards entered, as a Gentle- 
man Commoner, in Oriel College, Oxtord ; where he 
affociated with men, who were eminent for’ birth, 
literature, and talents. In this learned Society, he 


(f) “ Lincoln’s Inn: William Gerard Hamilton, fon of Wil- 
«* jiam Hamilton, Efq; and Helen his wife, was born January 
<< 28th, was baptized February 25th, 1728.” 

« The above is a true copy from the Regifter of Baptifms kept 
« in Lincoln’s Inn Chapel, made this 5th day of November 1799, 
« by me William Walker, Chaplain.” —This Certificate, by afcer- 
taining the fact, fett'es decifively the differences of the literary 
journals, with regard to the age of William Gerard Hamilton. 


diftin culfned 
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Cae which were apiece for Rests i! fentiment, 
and clegance of language. In this Society, however, 
he diffipated both his health, and his fortune: Huis 
difipation entailed uy hi ly frect 
liipation ent upon him a para: lytic aifection, 
which gave a at to his whole Ife. Here too, he 


2) 
co 
« 


incurred debts to the amount of £. 4,000 fterling, 
which his father generoufly paid ; and this fuggetted 
to a man of his father’s prudence, to entail his whole 
eftate upon his fon, for life, and upon his own bro- 
thers, a fucceffion. 

William Gerard Hamilton, intending to follow his 
father’s profeffion, entered himfelf in Lincoln’s Inn. 
But, his habits of diffipation, his expectation of 
wealth, and his paffion for politics, difqualified him 
for the purfuit of the object, which had been rather 
taken up, naturally, from his father, than chofen by 
himfelf.. Soon after the deceafe of his father, he be- 
came a Member of the Houfe of Commons, as repre- 
fentative for Petersfield. He continued on this great 
theatre, where he once diftinguifhed himfelf, and 
ought always to have fhone, till the laft year of his 
life (g). It was Henry Fox, a noted ftatefman of 
that age, who firft difcerned, in the youthful orator, 
talents for a popular affembly, though they flafhed 
but fora night. This flath, however, gave him a feat 
at the Board of Trade, with Lord Halifax ; where he 


(g) In 1754, William Gerard Hamilton was chofen for Peters- 
field; in 1761, for Pontefra&t; in 1768, for Old Saram; in 1774, 
for Wareham; in 1780, for Wilton; in 1784, for Wilton; in 
1790, for Haflemere: And he declined, at the election, in 1796. 
o-[ Parl, Reg.} 
continued 


i 


ee 


————— 


ii xs a Lie Po a Games — 
ta en i tT yt tila Ll Nei hed ie 
. att al 


— 


i 
een ena 


_and again in january F700 5 ‘bi 


"ITH REGARD 


wT...) re eee nad Sh ee sie Sa 3, 3] 4 } p 
March 1761, the Lord pbk | as of Ireland (4 ). 


j 
per" 
= 
= 
s) 
ae 
ot 
© 
al 
< 
£3 
(Sp) 
oO 
~~ 
— 
cor 
a) 
a 


ing O 
1s ¢ BL ee A } at anti hace = > 
lite, he felt the inconvenience of ui 


Pes, Saw a faa les ba gS aps ge a4 2 ee 
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itudy ought to be the only occupation. Thus feeline 
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‘elichats Ac mitral eHitied for tichaaemetant i 
us deiects, he naturaily wifhed for help: He became 
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attainments, to read with him the Latin, and the 


5 
Greek, Clafficks: Edmund Burke was, accordingly, 
recommended to him, by a proper judge of claffical 
lore, as a fit mafter to read with him, in a critical 
:e ancient authors (7). Such was the com- 
mencement of the connection, between William 
1 


~ 


paMeeee Gia: eeeee tom eR daa 
Gerard Hamilton, and Edmunc 


es 


Burke, which, though 


tt did not laft long, was undoubtedly honourable to 
both parties. 
When Lord Halifax was named Lord Lieutenant 


of dre i March 1780p William Gerard Hamilton 
was appointed his Secretary, at the age of thirty-two. 


Edmund: Rurte 1 ae ye ba yee : ” 
EamMund Burke, wno was al out the fame age, was 
ct pT 8 CO AMe Sie 2 he Se aos seer . 
hofen for the Secretary of the Secretary y. Lord 


6 af, ‘7 NINA a 7 } Ss ri~amMea " 
aalitax opened the farft Parliament of li eland, during 
this reign, on the r1th of O&ober 1761, with a foeech 


On the 24th of April 1756, William Gerard Hamilton 


was appoimted a Commiffoner for Trade; he was re-appointed, 
on the rath December 1756; again on the 24th December 75935 


>| ‘| 


t he was not appointed, on the 

aiit of March 1761, when Lord Sandys was placed at.the head of 
! Lord Halifax, who was declared, Lord 

Lieutenant of Ireland.—-f Court Reg. ] 
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of lefs elegance than might have been expected from 
fuch a concurrence of talents. It was, in this parlia- 
ment, that William Gerard Hamilton made fome 
{peeches, which were fufficient, at leaft, to free him 
from the /fobriquet, which was improperly annexed to 
his name, It may be'allowed, however, that he {fpoke, 
in that parliament, as cowards fight, when they are 
driven to the wall, by Kecesucin The inability of 
William Gerard Hamilton, as a public fpeaker, was 
not owing to a — of talents, but to a want of 
nerves. At the end of the feffion, Lord Halifax re- 
turned, with pe pata itary applaute, to Eng- 
land, walters he was placed at the head of the Adint- 


I 
ralty, for a while; and was foon after appointed 
Secretary of State, in October 1762. His influence, 
in this fituation, procured for William Gerard Ha- 


fe 
fe) 


milton, on the 30th of September, 1763, the refpec 

table office of Chancellor of the Exchequer, in Ireland, 
for life, on the refignation of Sir William Yorke, who 
“was ‘allowed a penfion of twelve hundred pounds. 
Such an office, with the rank of a od Countellor, 
was a provifion, quite seo to his pretenfions, amid 
the competitions of perfons, and ie revolutions of 


The year 1765, as it is the epoch of a minifterial 
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Flamilton, and Edmund Burke, who both 
sented the “fatale miftr 
and difimilar addiefs. ‘Time, and chance, have not 
yet revealed the document, which contains the ge- 
nuine terms of, their final difunion. As if to fupply 
the void, which this Pinte occafioned, William G, 
Hamiulton 


{o 
An 


5, but with different talents, 


ee ee 
Te pn mes nine iti igsnialaee a — 
aig hg ite a2 oe aie reo srma “ en FE k> 


Z 
% my peat 2 Piya ho Fee } s Pathe: c 
Ifo marks the pa of the feparation of 


Oe, Ne ie AON SR OLD 


—_ 


—— 
ee —— 
= ~ a 
= Pe , 
Se 


— 
Z ie. 
pel sched e P 


= 
mm gn 


a gag 
d aN = 


THE APPENDIX, [WITH REGARD 
Flaniilton folicited the friend {hip of the late DoGer 


obnion, who appears. to have entered, with ardour 


ft bis views, whatever they were (k). 
The fray e Hines eye of Hamulton, probably ob- 


itructed the original oa = Johnfon. + But, a 
friendly connection began, which was long continued 
Dy the generofity of Hamilton, and the oratitude of 
Jobnfon; who admired his cousrd anemia which was 
oniy forced, and efteemed his liberality, which was 
only offered (/). 

William G. Hamilton retained his office of Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, one-and-twenty years: And, 
when a new policy required, that the duty of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer in Ireland, fhould be 
difcharged, as in England, in proper perfon, and with 
oficial refponfibility, he refigned it for an annual pen- 
fion of two thoufand pounds. In the mean time, 
Wiliam G. Hamilton was not idle: He intrigued 
much ; he wrote much, though he publithed little; 
and he ftudied moft of the great queftions, which 
came before the parliament, during an interefting 
period, in order that he might have an opinion to 
give, without making a {peech. He died, on the 16th 


(4) On the 26th of September hh Johnfon. made a prayer 
on his “ exgaging in Ponirics with H n.”. [Bofw. Life, 
vol. 1, p. 454. ] 


(2) Wien Johnfon was confined, by a long indifpofition, in 
¥783, Hamilton offered him, by Dr. Brocklefby, money, which, as 
it was not wanted, was declined: This a&t of friendfhip induced, 
rie a Johnion to write Hamilton two admirable Letters, which 

preferved b by Bolwell. [To. vol. il. p. 501. 635.) 


of 
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of July 1796 (m); leaving by a fhort will, with 


feveral codicils, his natural eaadilts Charlotte Ged- 
dicot, refiduary legatee. His books were fold by 
auction; but, a very large collection of manulferipts, 
which were chiefly of his own compofing, was, cau- 
tioufly, referved, for the inftruction of pofterity. 

Of this perfon, it has been ftill more confidently 
faid, that he wrote the Epiftles of Jumius: For, “ the 
s§ ftory is, that fingle-fpeech Hamilton informed one 
“of his iinet that the Junius of the morning con- 
“ tained fuch and fuch paffages, and that t 
“ fubfequent day no fuch Junius made his appear- 
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“ance :’? Wilkes, and his affociates, thoug 

{tory fufficiently authenticated ; but, they alfo thought 
it fufaciently accounted for, by the fuppofition, that 
Wooedfall had. fhewn the letter 1x6 Hamilton; on the 


preceding day, and mentione hae his intention of infert- 
10g, it, but- had wie ie ah Eee prevented (x 


oe exe? 
) 


circumftances of iibeabaisil and ex tian: Dug 
be attended .to., The unqualified Soa? then, 
is, that a Privy Counfellor of treland, and the King’s 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, in that.kingdom, pub- 
lifhed Jetters, reviling the King’s government, and 


(m) Gent. Mag: p. 702, which ftates his age, miftakingly, at. 


fixty-nine, inftead of fixty-feven. He was buried in the chancel 
vault of the church of St. Martin\n the Fields, Weftminfter. His 


father bequeathed him, {pecifically, a {nuit-box, w ith a picture of 


Mary Queen of Scots, in the lid of it: What became of this fnuff- 
box, which ought to have defcended, as an heirloom, I could not 
learn: Perhaps, it was fent to the broker's, with fome ancient fa- 
mily pictures. 


n the Anti-Jacobin Rae for 


fae 


(2) See the letter of Mr. C. B. 
July, 1799) P- 348. 
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reflecting on the King’s perfon. That a politician, 
whole great defe& was want of nerves, publithed 
libels, which, to write, required the greatett intrepidity, 
and, to publith, er uncommon rifque, is an im- 
probability , which requires thé flrongeft proof. The 
propofition fupp sh, that Wilham Gerard Hamilton, 
at the age of forty, when men are feldom fools, with 

provifion, would act, lke an adventurer of 


| 


two- -and-twenty, who had a fortune to make, or to 
at he would togn GEE 1€, for years, to act, 


—" 
“ 


injured him, and rifque much, on the hope of little. 
sates alfo, that he would revile 
he adminiftration, whereof his friend Lord Halifax 
formed a part fo); that his tie known intimacy 
with Lord Mansfiel 1d did not prevent him from per- 
fecuting that great Jud ge, with unrelenting malevo- 


le CHG EDs 


D Moreover, the propofition fuppofes, that Wil- 
ham Gerard Hamilton would revile Doétor Johnfon, 


whofe friendfhip he courted, becaufe he wanted his 


t Tnnitiv bie oan 
literary help (p). Upon this general view of the pro- 
pofition, 
fo) The firft Letter of Junius is dated January 2ift, 17695 
the laft on January 21f, 1772: Lord Halifax was made Privy 
Seal, on February gth, 1770; and Secretary of State, January 
71; and he died, on the 12th June of the fame year. 
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(p) Junius cenfured him in that coarfe language, which he 
ufed, at times, “ An exceptionable paflage in the conduét of 


«¢ Junius [Edmund Burke] when he lavifhed pangay! ric, before a 


«¢ oreat afiembly, on the flagitious author of an infamous pam- 
¢ phiet, entitled, the Fatsze ALARM; a pedantic pedagogue, who 


« after having {pent half a century of his life in cultivating a 
«© rooted antipathy to the family on the throne, and the moft 

bufe of the Hanover fucceflion, had accepted of that 
“ gratuitous 


«© rancorous at 
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pofition, every prbbabil ity forbids our belief of a oes 
which, however confidently, told, is very loolely tup 


ported. I will confirm this improba sible by a prooi, 
which wife men have deemed decifive. I have been 
affured -by perfons, who were intimately connected 
with William Gerard Hamilton, that when he drew 
towards ‘his latter end, he faid to. them: “ That as 
“hie fuppoted, t there would be hereafter 
“‘ quiries made, about the writer of Junius, 
ut 


$ 


“ affure them, that-4e was not; | 
“ who was the author of that paper.” We 
a man; whoacted, mylterioufly, all his life-time, ihe 
with myftery in his aaenich as there is, indeed, alfo 
myftery in his will. Ican eafily credit him, sh he 


« gratuitous emolument from the Crown, which he had conftantly 
si ftigmatized as the wages of iniquity, and in his old age molt 
« feryilely profituted his pen, for that wretched hire hé had fo 
«« long and loudly condemned. And yet, becaufe this formal pe- 
<< Sane could expatiate on trifles, fwell infignificance by amplifica- 
« tion, give verbolity to fenfe, and pompofity to found, he was de- 
« fended by Junius (Ed. Barke] as a paragon of integrity; as if 
« men of letters were privileged to betray their country, and the 
<< fuperior knowledge of what is right entitles men to do wrong. 
« (Pref. Anecdotes of Junius to his Edition of 1771.) In this 
manner, muft we fuppofe, William Gerard Hamilton to have writ- 
ten of Johnfon, whom he admired, and courted. The above guo- 
tation furnithes a happy fpecimen of the genuine 4alderda/h of 
Funius, who expatiates on trifles, {wells infignificance by amplifica- 
tion, fubftitutes fophiftry for fenfe, and. verbofity for found: As 
foldiers cannot draw their fwords in a nobler caufe, than the fup- 
port of the laws; men of letters cannot ufe their pens more 
honourably, than by defending their couutry, when its eftablifh- 
ments are wttlermiied by faétion, and attacked by anarchy. Su- 
perior knowledge ought to underftand, that it is but wretched 
logick, which fuppofes the point, that philofophy ought to 
prove. 
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fiys, that. he was not the writer of Junius’s Letters ; 
becaufe I think he was incapable of writing them; but 
I. do not believe, that he knew the author; becaufe 
the writer was too cunning to reveal his important 
fecret; and William Gerard Hamilton, like other 
profeffed politicians, always thought himfelf a fkilful 
diver into the profound below the common current of 
h he fwam on the mere furtace of politics, 
as they glided along (q). 


—EDMUND BuURKE.— 

There are very intelligent perfons, who pofitively 
fay, as they were not cured of their dogmatifm by the 
{ceptical reafonings of his biographers, that this un- 
common man was the rel, aanhan of Junius’s 
Letters. 

The Burkes of Ireland are defcended, either di- 
rectly, or collaterally, from the great de Burgh of 
feudal times. Ed nund Burke was the fon of Jol hn 
Burke, of the city of Dublin, gentleman. About the 
exact time of his rat there is {ome doubt... His bio- 
ells, that he was born, in the city of Dublin, 
of Ja nuary 730 On the contrary, the 
Regifter of Trinity College, which records the admif- 


ne ro 


(7) Amof refpettable friend, who knew Hamilton from his 
youth, has written to meas follows: “ Gerard Hamilton had 
« abilities fufficient, and abilities of that fort, as made it highly 
** probable he wrote Fuaius; but, at the time, we of his acquaint- 
“ ance, all agreed, that he had not political courage enough; as 
“© caution w: gre 


wo 


a great feature in his character.” Almon, whoa 
knew moit of the political sib of thofe ardent times, fays 
that W Ae Gerard Hamilton, who {pent many an hour in his par- 
lour, did not write Junius, 
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fion of Edmund Burke into that celebrated feminary, 

counts his age at fixteen, when he.was admitted into 

ta-penfioner; on the 14th of April 1743 (r).. He 
coe the rudiments of learning. at the {chool of 
Balynore; he compleated his kr owledze of letters at 
the univerfity of Dublin... From this eminent feat of 
learning he departed, probably, in 1748. A ftory is 
told l of te aa Burke, that his firftt ambition confifted 
in a defire to fucceed his countryman Dr. Hutchinfon, 
as profeffor of moral philofophy, in the univerfity of 
Glafgow. But, as Dr. Hutchinfon died, while Ed- 
sastiel Burke was, in years, only a boy, and in aca- 
demic honours,. only a folate this tale, which has 
been often “ii cannot poffibly be true (s). 


(r.) The Beauties of Edmund Barke, p. ii:— 1743, April 
« 14, Edmundus Burke, Penf, filius Jeng Gen. annum. agens 
« 36, natus Dublinii, educatus fub ferula M. Shakelton. Tut. D. 
« Pellifier”’ Eleéted a Scholar of the Houfe 26th of May 17465 
commenced A.B. the 23d of February 1747~8: But he does not 
appear to have been elected .a Native, who is entitled to an annual 
ftipend after a certain ftanding. I follow the evidence of this 
Record, which is the beft evidence, till the Record of his bapti{m 


rs produced. 


: (s) Dr, Francis Hutchinfon died, at Dublin, on the 8th of 
: Aueult 1746. fScots Mag. 398.] ‘The Univerfity of Glafgow, 
who have the right of nomination to this chair, elected, in the 
room of Dr. ne hinfon, on the 1ft of O&ober 1746, Mr. Thomas 
Craigie, the Profeflor of Hebrew in the Univerfity of St. Andrews. 
[Ibs ass.) .Io April £7525 ing celebrated Dr. Adam Smith was 
elevated to this chair, on the deceafe of Craigie. [Ib.214.] At 
: this epoch, indeed, the ftory we “y apply to Edmund Burke. And, 
Dr. Smith was fucceeded by the excellent Dr. Thomas Reid, on 
-the 22d of May 1764. [[b. 292.] 
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It is material to remark, that Edmund Burke firft 
orth, as a political writer, againft the noted 
demagogue DREGE Lucas, in 17497 His youthfut 
perceived ‘tle pernicious "tendency of levelling: 
doctrines; and hits forward talents expofed the dan- 
gerous confequences of Sine innovations (7 )- 
About the year 1752, Edmund Burke left Dublin, 
and Lucas, for the very difimiar fcenes of London, 
and the Temple; and exchanged fa¢étion, and wrang- 


mind 


ling, for the law, ‘and love: Which of the Temples 
had ‘the honour to teach the Englifh law to Edmunc 
Burke we are not told ; but it 1s certain, that - he mar- 
ried, while he was bi a templar, fare ‘Mary Nugent; 


daughter of Doctor Ntigent, a 
woman, who, dats the various fortunes of her 
iifbandl, fhowed, by her conduct, that fhe was wor- 
thy of the choice 
We may. eafily ps ski rat the law did not alto- 

rofs the time and talents of dined Burke. 
; with attention, and feorn, the works of 
Lord Bolingbroke, which, whén publifhed by Mal- 

‘e prefented by the grand jury of Weftminfter, 
as a nulfance, Burke now attacked Bolingbroke, as 
hie had formerly attacked Lucas; from the fame ho- 
,0urable motives: He abhorred the principles, and 
ppofed the na Gat eS of both,. from a conviction of 


sndency. In May 1756, he pub- 


of fuch a man. 


| Society ; or a View of the Miferies 
arifing to Mankind from every Spegies of Artificial 


* Society? 
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“ “eee By a late noble Writer.” shape appears 
upon the face of the title page ati a light fufficiently 
ftrong: Y xt the ftyle, and fophift , of B Bolingbroke, 
are fo artfully imitated, that he sete Ss were impala 
upon, as they ufually are, by putting on the fpectacles 
op har falictiey). For the copy-right of this cighteen- 
penny pamphlet, wa was publi thed by Cooper, Ed- 

mund Burke was paid fix guineas: 1 have bad it 
wittily aul aes that Burke received fix pounds for 
fowing the feeds of French principles, and a thoufand 
for fpoiling the harvett (u): But, wit, and truth, fel- 
dom pay their corufcations lone together, in the fame 
atmofphere ! . 

We had ‘now commenced our war with France 
about American boundaries. Every toneue talked, 
in 1756, about our American rights; sina every pen 
feribbled about our checks by land, and our fucceffes 
dy fea: While curiofity was awake, and inquiry was 
active, Edmund Burke producéd, in April 1757, “ An 
«Account of the European Settlements in AAG iy Pa 
Fie was paid for the copy-right of this hiftory, which 
was received with an univerfal welcome, fifty guineas. 
Of this work, he would never admit, that fe was the 
author. Yet, fuch are its comprehenfive brevity, and 
its elegant precifion, that this book is not unw orthy 
of the genius, and talents of Edmund Burke. Ido 
mot however fay, but that a man of more elaboration 
than the author, with American Records at his hand, 
could detect in it many inaccurecies of affertion, and 
expofe many deficiencies of policy. 

(4) Edmund Barkereceived a thoufand pounds forthe produce 
ef hus celebrated Reflections on the French Revolution. 


C4 It 


—— Ns - - - 


pli ee 


= 


ot 
a ay an aang 


Nasties 


—— 


= is 
te te ene 8 Sah 


eT 


40 THE APPENDIX. [WiTH REGARD 


It is curious to ‘remark, that the tafte of Burke 
correfponded with the judgment of Hun ne, in hiftoric 
writing: They both concurred in approving fimpli- 
city of ftyle, and ftrength of remark. Upon thete 
principles, Edmund Burke engaged, ata fubfequent 
day, in writing a hiftory of England, which proceeded, 
to the prefs; but it was fupprefied, from a confidera- 
tion of the popular prevalence of Fume’s hiftory..,.. It 
is eafy to perceive, from an examination of his Zuropean 
Settlements, that Burke, in hiftory, would have fhewn, 
like Fume, great profundity of obfervation, and ele- 
gance of narrative; but with all, great want of ela- 
boration. 

Edmund Burke was too bufy, at that period of his 
life, for hiftorical refearch : But he produced foon after, 
«A philofophical Inquiry into the Origin of our Ideas 
“© of the Sublime and Beautiful.” Of this. elegant 
book, Jobnfon re ~marked, “‘ We have an. example of 
“ true criticiiin in Burke’s Effay on the Sublime and 
‘‘ Beautiful.” It was criticized by, Murphy, with 
fuch extent of obfervation, and fuch vigour of ftyle, 
as to have induced competent judges. to attribute the 
critici{m to Johnion. For a little bpek which was 
thus faid to have given an example of ¢rue cr iticifm, 
Burke received Sonat the booktel las twenty, guineas, 


from his father a hundred Pee and from the 
public, lafting reputation, as a er. | 


Invigorated by all thofe m Hi Edmund Burke 
foon engaged i in a work, which will tranfmit his cele- 
brity through as long a period, and with as lafting 
renown, as his Eifay on the Sublime and Beautiful. In 
April 1758, he entered into an engagement, for a hun- 


dred 
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dred pounds a year, to compile the Annual Regifier ; 

comprehending @ view of the hiftory, politics, su chlites a> 
ture of the year... On thefe three topicks, it is eafy to 
trace, in the Aunual Regifer, the effufions of the heart, 
and the fketches of the hand. of Burke, which gave 
an high colouring to the pages of this. ufeful work, 
during every period of his fortunes.. Much of the 
meaner matter, fuch as ftate-papers, projects, bap- 
tims, burials, and ne ers was, doubtlefs, fup- 
wae by inferior hands; by fhopmen, and printers. 

Edmund Burke had now contrived fome employme nt 

or himfelf; though perhaps not full occupation for a 
mind of fuch vigour, and activity. 

The time was at.length come, when he was toe 
in an employment of a very different fort. His ea oy 
connection with William Gerard Hamilton, naturally, 
led him out of the primrofe path of literature, into 
the) thorny «ways of politics... When Lord. Halifax 
went to Ireland, as Lord Lieutenant, William Gerard 
Hamilton accompanied him as the Secretary, with 
Edmund Burke, for his private Secretary. At Dublin, 
Hamilton and Burke salsa easier in the: fame 
houfe, as their connection fagoetted, and their bufinefs 
required, [ord Halifax’s ‘adminiftration was ably 
conducted, and ended happily, Hamilton fecured 
for himfelf the Office of Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
and for Burke, a penfion of three hundred pounds a 
year. sIn June 1762, Lord Halifax was placed a 
the head of the Admiralty: and the two Secretaries 
remained in Jreland, under the Earl of Northum- 
berland, the new Lord Lieutenant, till the appoint- 
Enq ment 
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ment of Lord Drogheda, as his Secretary, towards the 
end of 1763. 

But, alas! the two Secretaries,’ and companions, 
Hamilton, and Burke, were foon, as politicians, to 
part for ever. With talents lefs ufeful, and briihant, 
thin Burke’s, Hamilton enjoyed a high rank, anda 
oe a ofice, without a family to provide for: 
Burke was amply qualified by nature, ar d ftudy, for 
private Lisiivebiaelait, for public fpeaking, and» for 
writing, in almoft every mode. Secing that« it -was 
impoffible to fix the irrefolution, or to roufe the indo~ 
tence of Hamilton, during ‘times of perturbation, In 
which ambition cannot be idle, Burke gave him-epif- 
tolary notice, “ that he niuft fom cally affociate with 
«“ men of more aétive exertions ;” havingva family to 
Stalin and talents to difpofe of («Juv He at the 
fame time relin qui ithéd the penfion, which’ he owedto 
his com! et ‘on with Hamilton. Actine thus, hke a 
wife man, who 1 knew the world, and difcerning't the 


ao Mae 


bo 


ee, ch he could a&, Edmund Burke became 
rivate Sec retary to the Marquis of Rockingham, as 


cord of the Treafury, in July 1765. He 
foon’ after came. into Parliament: wherein’ having 


oreatly divtinguifhed himfelf, he was equally noticed 
byt the world. The place, he firft reprefented'im Par- 
Hament, was Wen dover, through the recommendation 


of Bees Verney; with whom, on this occafion, com- 


menced an intimacy, which other interefts, m the end, 


converted into difagreement. Burke adhered, during: 
every change of minifters, to the fortunes of the Mar- 


quis 
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quis, whether adverie, or fortunate. Amidft the clafla 
of parties, which fucceeded the fhifting of power; 
Burke produced. feveral,pamphlets, which. at once 
fhowed the vigour of his mind, proved. the utility, of 
his talents, and. ftrengthened. his.conneétions. Ii 
1769, be publithed Lis Odjervations.om the prefent State 
of the Nation; and the “ Sentiments of an Englith 
“© Freeholder (y) 2’ In May,1770, he gave.out his 
“* Thoughts on the Caufes of the prefent-Difcontents,”’ 
waich Mrs, M*Aulay anfwered, as. not being fufly 
ciently demecratical. He continued his..exertions; 
gained great popularity, rofe to high diftinGtions,in the 
ftate, became the object..of general admiration, and 
died, on the 8th of July 1797, full of years; and crowned 
with honourable fame. ; , 
The taf of; writing the late of Edmund Burke has 
been. already, executed by ables peas...) In giving this 
fketch, J, had no other abject, than, merély, to lay a 
proper foundation, for the fuperftructure .of . proofs, 
which, I now propofe to fabmit to! the candid reader, 
that this uncommon» perion was,-not the writer of 
Junius’s Letters. 
le was early fufpected, and is, at this day, confi- 
dently, ‘confidered,,.as -the~reali author, of thofe. well 
known political papers. . In, October 1771, there was 
a letter, under the fignature of Zeno, addrefled * to 
“ Jumius, alias Edmund, the Jefuit of St. Omers(z).” 
About the fame time, he was more exprefsly charged, 
as the author, by a writer, who did know the fecret. 


TO JuNTeB] 


é 


oF 
) 
@)) 


(y) Anecdotes of Bowyer, p. 412. 
(z ) Gent, Mag., 1771, p-457- 
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2A. THE APPENDIX. [WiTH REGARD 
While the profecutions were carrying ‘on againft the 
publithers of thofe libels, “ The ge nuine ‘Letters of 
<¢ Junius, to which are prefixed Anecdotes of the 

Author,” were re-publifhed, in a pamphlet, without 
the name of the printer, or bookfeller. The internal 
evidence of. thefe prefatory anecdotes demontftrate; that 
they were written by Junius himfelf. They’ exhibit 
his figures, and inaccuracies; his fophiftry, and confi- 
dence; his vigour, and brilliancy: “And, in’ the true 
fpirit of PAilo-junits, he is diligent-to ‘praife' himfelf, 
“Cas the moft emrnent writer on politics, fince the 
“ acceffion of the Houfe of Brun{wiek.’’° This ‘is, 
certal nly, one of the moft artful, and aud acious, pub= 
lications, Which the world has evér witneffed. ’*The 
xterity, that Edmund 
him funivs, through- 
out the anecdotes, without once mentioning the*namie 


writer affumes, with his ulual de 
eee ke tha ile 
Burke was the Author, and-cails 


of Burke; But, the anecdote-wri Heng ‘és an outline’ of 


his life. He mentions Burke’s ‘ Vindication of Na- 
* tural Societ i? he fpeaks of his ‘* Origin’ of ‘the 
6 Sublime 37? hecenfures-his ‘ Re ifiderations'on the 


Caufes pies prefent Difcontents :”’’ And, he thus, 
incidentally; detra&ts ce the ala and confiftency, 
of Edmund Burke; addiag, for the purpofe of decep- 


tion, what ‘he anes vw to be aanevae; * that though’ the 
{tyle, and-fentiment, of the following letters be im- 
mi puted t6’one writer, the. materials of information, 


* with which they abound, were furnifhed by driferent 


¢ 7] ov . ; 
% hands. -fwniusas, in this views a sie Hey? 

OE bs ™ 1; \ art o{e ee! 

The malionant artifice of the! pre ratory anecdotes, 
ee | ™ al ; mn. © ‘® af 
Hdmund Burke had penetration en ‘oth to fee: “And, 


Ou 
from what he faw, we may percetve the caufe, why he 
Vv volunt ar ily, 
. a 
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voluntarily difclaimed being the writer of Jumtus’s 
Letters to the late Dr. Fount n; why he affured Sir 
William Draper, age he was not the author; why 
5 fpoke to Mr. about Junius, in ferns of 
difeuf. ‘Add to thele. ftrong. circumftances what 
feems to be a decifive proof: When the genuine edi- 


r 


tion of Junrds was publifhed by H. S. Woodfall, in 


772, under the legitimate authority of the real au- 
ior, the prefatory a dhecdotes of the prior edition, be- 
‘no longer wanted, were entirely fuppreffed : This, 
en,1is a Virtual declaration of Yah himfelfy that 
Edaiund Burke was not the author of Junius’s Let- 
ters: And, we now perceive, that the prefatory auec- 
dotes, which were intended to delude, are at length 
brought, inftructively, to undeceive all thofe; who 
read for information, and amufement, rather than for 
cavil; and di i{putation. 

Moreover, the internal evidence, whether we con- 
fider the ftyle, or the fentiment, furnifhes ftronger 
proof. Burke, in his ftyle, has his figures ; but they 
are chafte, and correct. Junius too abounds in figures, 
without number, or correCtnefs, or propriety. Burke 
would never have made Draper repo/e like Damiens, 
upon a bed of torture, Burke was a friend of govern- 
ment, by habit, and was only an oppofitionift, by 
chance: Junius was an anarchift from nature, and 
ftudy, and practice ; nor could he write on politics, 
without inculcating revolutionary principles. And 
while Junius was writing thus democratically, Burke 
publithed his Thoughts on the prefent.Difcontenis, which 
were avowed to be ariftocratical; and which Juntus 
ed, “ as haying expofed the bare face of the 
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‘Ss \ Riirke a lyx7 re ry, l oO xrt4 ‘et >I Ary 
“. parti Han (4 ay), IsUEBROC aiw aYS aioe WIiLTk VERCTa-- 
oe 2 { (eR Bigeye) : ae 
tion of the Marquis of Kockingham, conflant ly des 
fended the pea of his adminiftration, “r ads 
(3 : 
at 
sa 


ill 
par ty, while his 


i hered fteadily to s party adhered to 
|: themfelves : [unt is {poke, conten aprupyiy of the 
Rockingham adminiftration (4). Thus, were Burke, 


and Junius, as contrary to each other, as contraries 
can be: As government to anarchy a ariflocracy to 
democracy ; as legiflative regulation to feditious 1n- 
novation. . When Draper, like a ., Beptlems an, afked 
Burke, whether he were the author of Junius, Burke, 
like,a man of fenle, and {pirit, tol 5 bim, that jhe was 


not the author: Had aa been confcious of ou ult, he 
would have acted, as Junius faid he did, with petu- 


lance, and oa Seta 8 and defiance (c). None, 
but fuch a lampooner, as Mathias, would remain fu- 
fpicioufly filent, when he is charged with what degrades 
him, asa wr riter, and difgraces him as a man, > he 
were not confcious of guilt, and fearful of detection, 

Add to all thofe “proofs a {tory, which the late Charles 
Tow ynfhend, one of the deputy Tellers of the Exche- 
Puce ufed to. repeat, namely, that he one day met 
Burke, in Bond-ftreet, full, of indignation; and, in- 
»me good-natured 


quiring the ca ufe, Burke faid, that {or 
iS being the author 


t 
friend had-revived the report of hi 
of Junius. Wilkes, who received many letters from 
ted the notion of Mr. Burke being the 
ie epiftles under that well-known fig- 


Junius, ‘ {cout 
* author of tl 
(a) In his prefatory anecdotes. 
(5) Gen. ed. vol. i. p.172, &c. 
(c) In the prefs atory anecdotes. 


P <6 
3 nature. 


ero Juntus.] 
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“ nature (d).” After fo many proofs, which carry 
conviction with them, it ts unneceflary to repeat what 


Burke faid, in parliament, with regard to Junius ; 


becaufe his fpeech was lefs grave, in its manner, than 


his private aileverations, and lefs conclufive, in its in= 


ferences, than his avowed fentiments. 


—Joun Dunwine,' Lord AsHpurTON— 
Was'one of thofe fingular’ men, who, by his talents, 
and fuccefs, asa lawyer, made great party connections ; 


and by means of his party connections, obtained & 
peerage. He was appointed folicitor-general, in De- 
cember 1767, and refigned his office, in March 17703 
he was made chahcellor of the dutchy of Lancatter, in 
March 1782, and died in March 1783, at the age-of 
fifty-three (¢). Now ;) the: propofition, -with regard 
to this eminent man, and great lawyer; isyothat he, 
being his Majefty’s folicitor-general, did, on the 19th 
of December 1769; write, and -publith, a libellous: 
letter,) reviling the king’s; government, infulting the 
king’s perfon, and impugning that fundamental prin- 
ciple of the Britith conftitution, which infures» the 
king’s impeccability.. |Of this pofition, fuchiis -the 
improbability, that it would require, to» prove ‘it, 
ftronger evidence, than proofs of holy writ ; Such is 
its abfurdity, that it cannot be made more abfurd by 


any argument, nor more ridiculous by any farcafm. 


(d) See Mr. C— Bew’s letter in the Anti-Jacobin Rev. for 
July, p- 347- : 
(e) Gent. Mag. 1783, Pp. 717: There are alfo ancgdotes of 


Lord Athburion, in the European Mag. 1798, p. 81. J 
-—— JOHN 
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—Joun Rozserts.— 

Of him, it ufed to be afferted, by thé late, Ifrael 
Maduit, who eh tineuifhed himfelf by his, Confideras 
tions. on the German War, and thought, becaufe -he 
knew much, that, he knew _eyery thing,,that he: was 
the writer of the Letters of Tunius. Maduit ufed to 


3 Re js 

TS eras tas Ws. baie erases 

Allon, as Nis reaion 
**s 


for Lt co njec “ture, what did 
little credit, to his logic, that John-Roberts, a. mam of 
talents, who had -been connected with the Peihams, 
died in 1772, -£ 


772, fix months after Junius. had.ceafed to 
write, under that fignature. 

isa Kobeits, from being a clerk in the: Tieafury, 
became private fecretary to He nry Pesan the chan- 
nabe of the Excheque -, Who died, in 1754. ¢JohmRa- 
berts came into pat iapaiis nt for Harw chk 3 in 1761, and 
continued to’ reprefent this’ borough, during his. life. 
‘He took his place at the Board of Trade, in O&o- 
ber 1761, in the room of Andrew ‘Stone; but, he 
was fuperleded, by the appointment of Lord: Orwell, 
in December 1752: He was again appointed, by the 
recommendation of the old Duke of Newcafile, to 
the fame place, on the 20th July y 1765, in which he 
uninterruptedly continued till his deceafe, on the 13th 


of July 1772 (f). 


(Ff) Court Reg.; Gent. Mag. 1772, p. 373. There is a. mony- 
mental itone in Weftminfter Abbey, “To the memory of fobn 
Roberts, Ef ; fecretary to the R Right Honourable Hen ry Pelham, 
minifter of ftate to King George 2d. ‘This marble was ereé ted by 
his three furviving fifters, Sufannah, Rebe -cca, and Dorothy, 1776.” 
The Ge entleman’s MARAE which records his death, , will preferye 


his memory longef, than the pious marble of hi 


143 grateful fitters. 


el 
£iG 
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The propofitidn, with regard to John Roberts, then, 
is, that he, being one of; his: Majefty’s, commuffioners 
for the affairs of Trade and Plantations, did, on the 
roth of December 1769, write a hbeHous letter, -re- 
viling the King’s perfon; and infulting, the King’s go- 
rernment.: Maduit, when hé made his guefs, neit 
recollected! dates, nor regarded circumftances ; nelt 
did he advert; that Junius ceafed to wnte, under that 
fainous fignature, in January 1772, and. that John 
Roberts, who: appears to: have been an honeft man, 
and a good fubjeét, did not die till July in the fame 
year (g).! A: conjecture, which violates probability, 
no one needs be afhamed to relinquifh, nor afraid te 
difbelieve. 


—CHARLES LLtroyp— 


Owed a learned education to Weftminfter, and to 
Cambridge ; being admitted a fcholar Of Bksteben ss, 
in 1749, at the age. of fourteen, and elected to Cam- 


bridge, in 1754 (4)... He thence pafled, in the tract 

(z) John Roberts of Albemartle-ftreet left'a will; whereof his 
two unmarried filters, Sufan, and Rebecca, were appointed the 
executrixes. He bequeathed a thoufand pounds to his coufn, 
John Hughfon, partly from affection, and partly, for the trouble of 
forting his papers, for the purpofe of delivering thofe, which did 
not belong -to the teftator’s affairs, to * his honoured patronefs, 
Lady Cathtrine Pelham,” to whom he bequeathed a gold repeating 
watch, that he thankfully acknowledged to have received by her 
hands. He, devifed his whole efate, real,.and) perfonal, to be 


equally divided among his four fiiters. 


(4) The Lit of the fcholars of St, Peter’s, p. 133-138. 
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of many ‘an able man, into the Treafury,as'4 mtr. 
and thence went into the Exxchequer, asa Deputy 

Teller. . He was, certainly, an ingenious perfon, nwicd 
wrote feveral pamphlets, which are: now forgotten, 
amidft a vaft colle€tion of political lucubrations, of 
meaner quality. He died’ inteftate, on the 22d of 
january 1773 epi And, on the 10th of July, admi« 
niftration of his effects was granted to his brother, the 
Reverend Do¢tor Philip Lloyd, the Dean of Norwich 5 
his mother having previoufly relinquifhed her prot 


right. 

Of Charles Lloyd it is faidj:that he was the writer 
of Junius’s Letters; becaufe there were found, by 
fomebody, after his deceafe, among his papers, fome 
Aoteaeee: that difcovered him to have been the 
writer of thofe Epiftles; Epiftles which required the 
attention of years uncommon capacity, and peculiar 
habits to write; and which expofed him to the mfque 
of ruin, without any adequate object. F 

Vith refpeét to him, the propofition, then, 1s, ‘that 
a Clerk of the Treafury, anda Deputy Teller of the 
Exchequer, at the age of thirty-four, did compofe 
Epiftles, which refleé ed: on, the King’s minifters, and 
reviled the King’s perfon; that he intrigued, as’a re- 
former, with Wilkes ; and, as a politician, entangled 
himfelf in the inextricable mazes, of City-politics. 
He, who hopes, that this. ftory fhould; be. credited; 
would do well to remember, that grofs improbabilities 
féquire the ftrongeft proofs to fatisfy a’ reafonable 
thinker. 


(7) Gent. Mag. 1773, p, 48 
mm DAMUET 
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Cay 
eed 


—SaMuEeL DyYEer.— 


Of this learned perfon, it is alfo faid, that docu- 
ments were found, after his deceafe, anions his papers, 
which fatisfied the finder, whoever he were, that Sa- 
muel Dyer was the writer of Funius’s Letters. But, 

fwo contradictory propofitions cannot both be trie : 
If Charles Layer muft be deerned the author, becaufe 
papers were found in his repofitories, which afcer- 
tained the fact, Samuel Dyer could not be the author * 
if Samuel Dyer mutt be deemed the author of Ju 
nius’s Letters, becaufe papers were found in his repo- 
fitories, which afcertained the fact, Charles we Bhighe 
could not be the author of the fame myftertous 
Epittles. 


Samucl Dyer was the fon of a jeweller in the city 


of London, who refe to eminence, and wealth, by his 
induftry. His parents, who were diffenters, early 


deftined their fon for the diffenting miniftry. His 
more early education, he received from Profelon 
} 


: Ward, and Dottor Dodderidge: He profecuted his 


dtudies under Doctor dts tlon 1, in the univerfity of 
Glafgow, where he applied himfelf tc metaphytics, 


f to 
and perufed the Greek moral ‘s. As Dr. Hutchin- 
fon died, as we have feen, in 1746, Dyer muft, of 
courfe, have ftudied at’Glafgow before that year. He, 
at length, repatred to Leyden, in o1 


rder to read He- 
brew under Schultens, the celebrated 


orientalift. At 


| the end-of two years, he returne ed to ae emi- 
| nently fkilled in the «Fanaa, ancient, and modern, 
a-great matl i ian, and‘an intelligent naturahits 
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“se 


mild, and a converfation fo modeft, as to attract ate 
tention, and to gainefteem: ‘Though he was a filents 
rather than a talkative, perion, he received »many a 
f{ummons , Which he obeyed with the alacrity of a 
man of pleafure, rather than of a man of ftudy, to 
dinners, and card-parties, 

Dyer, made no hatte, however, to be a diffenting 
minifter. During this ftate of hefitation, Doétor 
Chandler employed him, for a fuitable reward, 
tranflate into Latin the religious tracts of Doctor 
Daniel Williams, for the purpofe of gratuitous diftris 
bution: But, ia had made little progrefs, before 
the tafk grew irkfome; and the compleating of the 
tranflation was put into a more induftrious hand. 
Dyer fhowed, on this occafion, to his friends, that 
averfion from labour, which accompanied him through 
life. He now commenced a man of the world, whofe 
company was courted, becaufe his accomplifhments 
were admired. Onthe 24th of April 1760, he was 
admitted a fellow of the Royal Society. Soon after 
the eftablifhment of the Literary Club, in, 1764, he 
yecame an affociate with Johnfon, Burke, and, other 


o 


eminent characters, ¢ of that period. From his admi- 

«ation of a French book, entitled Les Meurs, Dyer 
was induced to eps it into Englith, for Cave, the 
printer; Yet, his indolence could not be induced, by 
any motive, to complea On undertaking. He was 
now ftrongly prefled by Johnfon, and his other.lite- 
rary friends, to write the life of Erafmus: But, .his 
fettled habits of inattention, to any ferious employ- 
ment, refitted every effort of friendly perfuafion. 
He was, however, induced, by the entr eaties of Sharp, 
the furgeon, to engage in a work of lefs labour, 
the 
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the revifion of the. old tranflation of Plutarch’s Lives, 
for which, having by an unufual effort of perfeverance 


+6 Juni us] 


compleated it, he received, from the liberality of 
Tonfon and Draper, thé bockfellers, two hundred 


pounds. This effort feems to have greatly fatigued 
him; and he foon fell. back into a deplorable ftate of 
helplefs indolence.. Yet, he was not difqualitied from 
acting as a commiflary to the troops in Germany, 
which he left in 1763, without the accumulation of a 
commiffary’s fortune. 

For his maintenance, in this courfe of voluptuous 
idlenefs, he enjoyed, by the death of his relations, 
about £.8,000. in the public funds; which, after a 
while, he invefted in the flu@tuating ftock of the Eaft 
India Company. At the. contefted election, in April 
1769, he tried, without fticcefs, to be chofen a Director 
‘of the great machine of this commercial corporation (£ ). 
Ee became a buyer of the public fecurities, on time, 
and violated his engagements: He entered into real 
bargains for ftock, which, as he was obliged to fulfil 
them, at whatever lofs, deprived him of his all. He 
was at laft, probably, ruined by the well known fluc- 
tuations of the India Stock(/). Soon after the com- 
pletion of his ruin, he was feized with a quinly : Yet, 
Sir John Hawkins leaves it doubtful, whether he were 
killed by it, or killed himfelf(m). He certainly died 


(2) Gent. Mag. p. 211, (1) Ib. 297. 
fm) Life of Johnfon. 
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onthe ith of Septembe r1772(n). “ He leit not,” 
fays his biographer, “* in;money, or effects, fufficient 
** to defray the expence of a decent. funeral; and the 
“ Jaft office of humanity towards him was performed 


A 


dik 


“ ruin (o).”.'. The records-of the Prerogative Office, 


s Ree oe BS ap Sass | BR 3x7 17 g 
which I have fearched, feem: to confirm Hawkins’s 


‘< by one ‘of thofe. who had: been acceffary to. his 


ca ainesen se aig ap = p will tat Ua raid \ eet ie “al. 
verment: for, no will of Samuel’ Dyer, was founds 


but, the adminiftration of his ype was granted to 
ead of four months 


en 
after his deceateé. 

Yet; this inefficient fcholar-is faid by fome perfons, 
who knew not his idle habits, to have been the writer 
the active Junius; a tafk, which re- 


hae 
loam 
~— 


of the Letters ¢ 
quired the greateft activity, and vigour; which fhew 
extraordinary exertions of ‘atelleda and. uncommen 


flafthes ‘of gentus., The: ftory is,.that the late Sir 
Jofhua Reynolds, being the executor of Samuel Dyer 
tound fome documents, among the teitator’s papers, 


which convinced the fictitious.executor, of an ‘unre 
eur will, that the inactive Dyer. wrote the Epiltles 


of the enterprizing Junius (p).. A tale, which is thus 
fhown 


(a) Gent: Mag., 17725 p. 489. —Died, in Caftle Street, Lei- 
P : Poy 17 cm, Fs cc? 
cefter Fields, to the unfpeakable lofs.of his friends, the learned 
} r ; Ap oe + 4; . P c if 
and worthy Samuel Dyer, Efq, F.R.S. [Ann. Reg. p. 168.] 
“7 ) Sir | Ha t | ife ' Tol nN ‘ 
( 8) Olt js 43 Wha illo o Lal Of jOunit 
(p) The faét is, that on the 13th of January 1773; adminiitra- 
tion to the eftate of Samuel Dyer, late of St. Martin in the Fields, 


was granted to the Right Honourable Ralph. Barl Verney, a 
creditor by bo nd; William Cooley, Anne Cades, widow,  Eliza- 
beth Lane, the wife of William Lane, Mary Pynient, fpinfter, 


and 
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ihown to be falfe, in its prineipal incident, would not 
deferve much credit, if it were better fupported by 
proof. Sir Jofhua Reynolds, certainly, ufed to fay, 
that Samué! Dyer wasthe writer of Junius’s E} piltles (q) 


But, whether Sir Jofhua formed his opinion from the. 


general character of Dyer, which would: lead to a 
different inference, or from Le intimations, which 
would conduct us toa juft conclufion; does not appear: 
Neitherare we, diflinétly, informed why Dyer {marted 
under the new adminiftration of the Duke of Grafton; 
when Burke, and greater men than Burke, were 
removed from power, in Auguft 1766. If the rejec 

tion of Dyer, as a DireGor of the India Company, be 
the fuppofed {mart, it would not follow very logically, 


and Johanna Cock, the wife of John Cock, the coufins, and nex 

of kin, having firft renounced. It is faid’ by Mr. C. B. « that 
«on Dyer’s deceafe, who is now fufpected of being the Author of 
«¢ Junias’s Letters, the Burkes thowed infinite anxiety to get his 
‘¢ papers into their hands; as Mr. ©. B. had heard.” {Anti- 
Jacobin Rev, for July, 349.] From knowing that Lord Verney 
was the adminiftrator of Samuel Dyer; we may eafily infer, that 
William and Richard Burké may have had a very different reafon, 
for wifhing to fee the papers of the inteitate, than mere curiolity 
about the writer of Junius’s Letters. 

(q) On this fubject, my intelligent friend, beforé mentioned, 
has written to me as follows: ‘‘ I muft affure you, that I frequently 
« heard my molt exc ellent friend, Sir Jofhua Reynolds fay, that 
« Mr. Samuel Dyer wrote Junius. Dyer was an extraordinary 
«© man ; learned; fagacious, farcaftic in his manner, of almoft inimi- 
<table filence in converfation, full of obfervation nnd penetra- 
« tion. At this time, he fmarted under the new adminiftration of 
«* the Duke of Grafton, when Burke; &c. was turned out: Dyer 
<¢ lived with Burke chiefly, and was Burke’s affiftant in matters 
% of calculation, Certainly Junius was written by fome mor- 
« tified man.” 
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that a fubfequeut injury could be the rational caufé 
of a preceding attack: Junius began his Epiftles in 
January 1769; and Dyer was rejected in April 1769. 
If that be true, for which there is rational S“uthority, 
that Samuel Dyer was the intimate friend of E dmund 
Burke (7), this circumftance would prove, that Dyer 
did not write the letters of Junius: For, the principles 
of Burke and Junius ftood oppofed to each other : 
Junius, it ha s been fhown, fpoke contemptuoufly of 
the Rockingh am adminiftration: and, Burke ufed to 
fpeak with indignant feorn of Junius: Dyer could 
have fupplied more e efudition, and feience, than Junius 
poffeffed. But, though Dyer could, certainly, have 
avoided the boyilh blunders of Junius, he could not 
have attained to his dexterities of fophiftry, and 
figures of dition, even if he had been mafter of the 
activity of enterprize, and vigour. of effort, which 
characterize the writings of our celebrated libellift. 
In litigious, and in fair, difcufions, a paper, which is 
quoted as an authority, muft be produced, in evidence, 
before it can be admitted in proof: And, therefore, the 
perfons, who {peak of the pave rs, which were found. in 
maa repofitories, and whicl uld eftablifh: his 
pretenfions, as the true writer of Tunas s Letters, ought 
to lay them before the mak 
In making inquiries about Sa muel Dyer, I have 
found guefférs, who Kile confounded him-with the 
Reverend Jone Dyer, ¥ who wrote the Fleece, and other 
poems ; and, who died, in July 1758. If there were 


(r) We have feen how affectionately the Annual Regifter {poke 
of Samuel Dyer, after his death. 


S any 
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any other Dyer, than Samuel, who was in the leaft 
likely to be the Author of Junius, 1 fhould, in the 
courfe of my refearch, have dif{covered, in the literary 
journals, one, who could not fail, to’ appear, in every 
place; with his appropriate glare. 


—foun WitKEs— 


Among other conjectures, which prejudice has 
made, and credu ality has believed, with regard to the 
Author of Junius’s Letters,-fufpicion has mentioned 
this well known character. 

John Wilkes was born, on the 27th of O¢tober 
1727, the fon ue a “Giftillen in St, John Street, Iflmg- 
ton-road, who, by a life of diligence, raifed himfelf to 
wealth, and refp ectability, His earlieft connections 
were among the diffenters; his mother being a dif- 
fenter, and ‘his fchool-mafter a diffenting minifter. 
Before he was three and:twenty, he married Mifs 
Mead, who was a:dozen years older than himfelf, and 
who was alfoa diffenter, with a confiderable fortune, 
Soon after his marriage, he fettled at Aylefbury, where 
he cultivated letters, and practifed hofpitality, with 
very little bengfit to his fortune. But, as they were 
all diffenters together, in principle, and in practice, 
this union ended in feparation, 

He firft emerged from privacy, in 1754, when he 
offered himfelf to the electors of Berwick-upon-Tweed, 
as their parliamentary reprefentative. It is curious 
to obferve, that even thus early he began to cant 
about the caufe of liberty, without carrying his eleCtion. 
He obtained a commiffion in the Buckinghambhire 
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militia, when it’ was firft embodied, «He became a 
member of a notorious club at Mednamham, in the 
fame county. And, having deranged bite ‘affairs, by 

d expedients for 
raifing money, which, his biographer fears, would not 
béar a ftriét examination. 


every. mode of diffipation:: he tric 


With the opening of a new reign, new Pe 
dawned.on John Wilkes. He was returned as a bur- 
gefs, for Aylefbury, to the parliament, which affembled, 
in November 1761. He was prompted by his.necef- 
to offer himfelf, as governor for, Canada; but 
without fuccefs :. He propofed to go as ambaffador to 
Conftantinople; without obtaining his end... And, 
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to Paris. » Defpair, at length; urged him to adopt 
the defperate meafure of e defying the laws;'and braving 
the legiflature: So, in February 1768,‘he’ came: to 
Londén ; and foon after offered himfelf, as a ¢ean- 
didate,to reprefent sii eee ‘in parliament.» His 


want of fuccefs did not difcourage him from ofteri ing 


himfelf as a repréfentative to the freeholders of: Mid- 
dlefex, who cho hin bya great ‘majority :' But, ‘this 
BORE, which oceafioned fo many” events, and -fo 


much controverfy, did -no és him from being 
arrefted on a capias utlagaium ; and fro m- being, theres 
upon, committed to the King’s Benék prifon, on the 
27th of April 1768. Gn the 18th-of'June, he was 
fenienead: on the two verdicts, w nich had been given 
againtt him, for publifhing the North Briton, : and 
ae Effay on Woman,'to be tipiitolea two -and 

wenty months, to pay two fines, each offive hun- 
ack pounds, and to find fecurity for his: good beha- 
viour, during feven years: In the mean time; he 
obtained a reverfal of his outlawry, ahd’'a verdi&t 
againtt: the fecretary, and under-fecretary of ftate, for 
arreftine him,’ on {uch general warrants, as had been 
always ‘ufed. His’ fortunes, and‘ misfortunes, were 


now balanced, im nearly equal fcales. On: the 27th 


of January 17609, he’'was chofen an alderman * of 
London; on the'3d of “February,:he’ ‘was expelled: 
the Houfe of Commons: On the 16th ‘of February 
he was re-elected ;"ahd‘on the fubfequent day, he was 
again expelled: On the 16th of Match he was’ a 
third time elected; and on the: fucceeding day, he 
was a third time expelled. At the fourth election, 
Colonel Luttrel appeared as his opponent, probably, 
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on a-concerted plan; and, Mr. Wilkes being returned 
by a gteat majority, the Houfe of Commons, as the 
judicature of ultimate jurifdiction, on the fubject 
of eleétions, determined, that the eligihle perfon, 
was duly chofen, although he had the fmaller num- 
ber of legal votes, in oppofition to an, ineligible perlon, 
who had the greater number of votes, . which, as 
thus given, were deemed illegal. and inapplicable. 

This detifion occafioned a controverly of a dozen 
years, which was, at length, ended by a compro- 
ynife of party. 

The time was now come, when the champion of 
liberty was himfelf to be free. On the 18th of April 
1770, he regained his freedom; and took his place 
among the aldermen. But, enjoyment is feldom 
tafted without alloy. When the government ceafed 
to profecute him, he was perfecuted by his friends. 
An acrimonious controverfy, between him and_ his 
former fupporter , Mr. Horne, for fome time expofed 
the partizans, and amufed the town... It required 
the election of three fucceffive years to obtain. the 
office of Lord. Mayor. .He, indeed, took his feat 
in the Houfe of: Commons, as reprefentative of 
Middlefex, without an objection; becaufe there now 
was none.’ He, at laft found, that profperity en- 
feebled, his ROWS: in the fame proportion, as adver- 
fity had given him, ftrength, . For the office of Cham- 
berlain of the City, alderman Hopkins far out-voted 
him, on every trial. On the death of that refpectable 
magiftrate,. in 17.79, Mr. Wilkes obtained. the office, 


Ya 


viiiehs as he executed it withrfidelity, and diligence, 
made 
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made him eafy all his life. He died, on the 26th of 
December 1797, aged feventy years (s). 

Among the yarious, and. diffimilar, characters, 
whom prefumption conjectured, to be the writer of 
the letters of Junius, was Wilkes, who was, mean 
time, a prifoner, and occupied with a thoufand: in- 
trigues, {quabbles, and purfuits: It is a fact, which 
goes far towards deciding the sg ton, that Wilkes 
was a prifoner in the King’s B ench, before Junius 
began to write, and for fifteen months afterwards: 
But, the free air of Junius was a fufficient indica- 
tion, that he was ‘a chartered libertine.’? We mutt, 
alfo, fuppofe, in compliance with that conjecture, that 
Wilkes had one. altercation in the newfpapers, with 
Mr. Horne, as Wilkes, and another, with Mr. Horne, 
as Junius... We mufl, moreover, ridiculoufly fuppofe; 
that Wilkes correfponded with Wilkes. For, the pa- 
triot received many letters from Junius, the originals 
of which are faid toremain, in Mifs Wilkes’s hands (7). 
An intelligent perfon} who lived in great intimacy with 
Wilkes, foe 1776 to 1784, fays. in evidence, that 
‘“‘ Far from giving the»leaft hint, that he was the 
“author of Junius’s Letters, he always explicitly 

(s) There is in-the European Magazine, 1798, p. 17-85-163; 
a good account of John Wilkes, Efq. from which this fketch 15, 
chiefly, compiled. ..The only defect of it is, that it does not give 
the names of his father, and mother. 

(7) See the Anti-Jacobin Review for July, p. 346-7-8.—And 
fee the Gentleman’s Magazine 1771, p. 584, for.a fingular letter 
‘‘ prefented by John Wilkes Efg. to the Supporters of the Bill of 
“Rights, as the obfervations of the:celebrated. Junius,” See the 
fame letter in a new edition of the Letters of Junius, 1789, p. 368. 
an 


d fee it re-publifhed in the genuine edition, v. 2. p. 351: 
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<< difclaimed it, and. treated it, as a ridiculous tuppofi- 
“ tion, No one acquainted with his ftyle can {uipect, 
‘fora moment, that he was the author of them; the 
« merit of his ftyle was fimplicity ; he had both gatety 
“and ftreneth; but, to the rancorous exes the 
lofty contempt, with which Juntus’s Letters abound, 
“no one was a greater pate than: Mr. Wall 
“ To this may be ere the very flighting manner, 
«in which Junius expretfes himfelf of Mr. Wilkes. 
“Tam willing to admit, that if Mr. Wilkes had 
« written Junius’s Letters, he would have treated Mr. 
« Wilkes uncivilly for the fake of difguifing himfelf: 
«But, fneer, and, particularly, that ieee of {neer, 


, ineer 
which Mr. Wilkes, occafionally,- receives: from 
*« Junius, you may be aflured, Mr. Wilkes would 


“ never have ufed in {peaking of hi mifelf (u).” 
I have 


ethe remarks of Mr. C. B. on Funius’s Letters in the Anti- 
1 Review, p. 346-349.—I will | {ubjoin an anecdote, which 
canbe 2 Se ie will regard as (till more decifive evidence. I have 
now béfore me Mr Wilkes* s edition of Junius’s Letters, with MS. 
notes, which were written with his own hand. ° “The’firft note is, 
«This edition is imperfect and incorrect. -It was printed by Dry- 
den Leach.” Mr, Wilkes corrected the typographical errors with 
his own pen. His notes are neither many, nor important. The 
following paflage in Junius’s ninth letter, dated the roth of April 
1769, Ww i Mr. Wilkes was in durance, he has underfcored. “ But, 
« Jet Mr. Wilkes’s charaéter be what it may, this at leaft is certain; 
« that circumftanced as he is, with regard to the public, even’ his 
é/vices plead for him.” Mr. Horne had faid, in one of his letters 
to Junius: “ Had T lived in thofe times [the days of Charles’ ‘the 
“ Firft] I would not have waited for chance to give me an oppor- 
- pings of doing my ‘duty ;- I would have fought him through the 
s¢ ranks, and without the leaft perfonal enmity, ‘hate difcharged my 
6c piece 
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J 

I have heard it faid, thatone of the bifhops, and 
that one of the judges, wrote Junius’s Letters : [-have 
pra told, that A. B.C. and D. are‘ the enigmatical 


fienatures of the true author: But, I have not under- 
taken Ae 1e endlefs. tafk -of. proving, pat the letters of 
the crofs row do not ftand for the initials of the writer 


Cc 


of Junius’s) Epittles. It is fufficient'for me, to deny 
the affirmation, which attributes the writing: of fuch 
eciee asAls Bii€s andy: 
He who.is: fo: pre Ecindhite us.as to ftate fuch -abfurd 
improbabs lities, as st le ruths, ought to efta- 
blith }his pofition by the’ flrongeft proofs: For, the 
mind naturally . rejects improbabilities; in a rour of 
what is nn voles ait be apparent to all, who ar 
capable of reafoning, that the confident affertions Be: 
fore-mentioned, as to o particul ar perfons; being each 
i 


lainp cons to fuch perfo 


the true author of Junius’s:Letters, are deftroyed) by 
fuch contradictory affirmations, which afe all of equal 
pofitiv enefs: For, there can be but onetruth ; and what 
is true, with regard to the firft perfon, affigned as.the 
writer of Juntus’s Epiftles, muft he ledeftexily falfe, as 
to. the lall;::as svhat: is td with .regard) to John 
Wilkes, ‘the: laft perfons muft be falfe, in'refpect to 
Lord Sackville, the firft'imputed author? « Twill knit 


« piece'linto his: bofom razerahan into any other:man’s.””? On 
this paflage, Mr. Wilkes wrote, the following obfervation: “ Mr. 
** Horne copied this from a MS. marginal note in Mr. Wilkes’s 
€6 Clarendon.” We, hereby, fee how readily Mr. Wilkes reclaim- 
ed his own. Had Junius, when he Leen prefled, for an anfwer 
to Mr. Horne, known this to be a plagiarifm, how he would have 
triumphed overhis too-powerful antagonift ! 
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up the loop of this argument, by.a remark of Sir John 


Davies : 


«« Perhaps fomething, repugnant to her kind, ; 4, 
«« By ftrong antipathy, the foul may kill; 


«<< But, what can ate contrary to tbe mind, 
« Which holds all contraries in concord fall! 


SrconpLy: From the negative argument, which 
exhibits: contraries, deftroying cari other, by their az- 
tipal hies, as the effets of porfon are deftroyed: by its 

antidote, I now proceed, in the fecond place, to: prove 
my. affirmative pofition. 

The myftery, which has covered this fecret, for 
thirty years,’ was raifed. partly by artifice, and partly 
by fcepticifm. Junius:him{elf, with .characteriftic ar- 
tifice, attributed, as we have feen, to Edmund Burke, 
the writing of his own lampoons, Various perions, 
who thought well, no doubt, of their own powers of 
perception, attributed the writing of them to others, 
who were eminent for rank, or diftinguifhed for lite- 
rature, The flighteft circumftances were caught at; 
in order'to eftablifh conjectures, which would never 
have been made, if facts had been afcertained, if de» 
duétions had been weighed, and if common fenfe had 
been confulted by felf-fufficiency.. The fuppofition, 
that the author was a man of rank, I have fhown to 
be improbable. The notion, that ‘the author was 4 
ereat lawyer T have prover d to be eroundlefs (ey T hie 

affump- 


(x) Tn Janius’s Preface [p. xii.] to the corrected edition of his 
vetters, the author fays, for the putpote of deception: «* lam no 
« lawyer by profeflion, nor do I pretend to be more deeply read 
« than 
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affumption, that the author was a profound {cholar, 
i have alfo fhown to be extremely problematical (y). 
There is, indeed, a double fophifm, with which {cho- 
larfhip has long deluded itfelf, and the world.. It has 
been faid, and feldom. cont tradicted, that Junius. is 
the greateit writer, who ever was, or ever will be; and. 
it has been alfo faid, that Hugh M‘Aulay Boyd wrote 
without knowledge, and without ftyle. By thus ele- 
ating too much the one feale, and depretling too 
es the other, the equipoife of truth is l6f%. It be- 
comes, therefore, neceflary, to reftore a proper balance, 
by taking from, or adding to, either fcale, as will beft 
fix the certainty of, truth between them. 
Johnfon v was not the firft,. who. objected to the 
compofition of Junius, as inaccurate in its figures, and 
a aes in its points. “ ‘Though Lcannot think 
“ the ftyle of Junius free from criticifm,” fays that 
ohilelogift “ though his expreflions.are often trite, 
“: and his periods feeble, I fhould never have flationed 
« him, where he has placed himfelf, had I not rated 
‘ him by his morals, rather than his faculties (z).’’ 
There were other men of eminence, who di 
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« than every Englifh gentleman fhould be in the laws of his 
e¢ country. If the refore ‘the pie ciples i maintain are truly con- 


« ftitutional, I fhall not think myfelf anfwered, though : fhouid be 
« convicted of a miftake in terms, or of mifapplyit 1 the language 
& of the law.”? The fact is, that he was, at that epoch, only a 


3, at 
ftudent of law: For, he was not called to ‘th ie 
term, 1776. 
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(y) « His learning,” fays his biographer, “ like his genius, 
«* was more fplendid, than es 


(x) Falkland Ilands, p. 124 
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the fiyle of ‘funius free Jron criticifm. We now have it, 
in: evidence, that Mr. Gibbon” did ‘not ‘admire his 
ftyle, as much as it was admired in general; “and he 
“told me, fays Mr. C. B. that Mr. Fox thought 
“ flightingly of it (@).” “Mr. Wilkes had the dif 
cernment to obferve,-‘* that there was, sa time to 
* time, a vifible improvement in the flyle of Ju- 
“nius (2), though he did’ not perceive, sie the 
defe&s arofe not fo: much from the inexperience of 
age, as from the imbecility of youth. » It was referved 

or me, in my humble pu irfuits, to produce: the ex- 
amples fof inaccuracy, which, probably, induced fuch 


men to /peak flightingly of the fiyle of jumius. 

As a proof of my p ofition, a have already produced 
4 dozen examples of bad En iclifh from one epittle: 
This proof has not been Bee ee The PAis/o-+ 


A 

Funius’s of the prefent day ‘turn’ off -from examples, 
which they"k know not how to confute; a recur to 
the common fophiftry of re-afférting what has been 
difproved, without adverting to the proofs ‘& the pre- 
vious confutation. Yes, indeed, one critic does al- 
ledge, that a dozen blunders, in one epiftle, do not 
prove a celebrated author to be an inaccurate writer. 
But, there are readers, on whom examples of falfe 
grammar, will work conviction: And, to them, I fub- 
mit it, additionally, that the preface to the correcica 
edition of Junius contains a dozen blunders in the 


(a) See the Letter of Mr. C— B—, in the Anti-Jacobin Rev. 
July 348. 


(4) Ib. 347. 
conftruction 
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conftruction of the Englith language (c).——Unlefs 
prejudice be too ftrong to admit conviction, it mu 
at Jaft be allowed, that Junius is: an inaccurate wri- 
ter. If he be an inaccurate writer, he ought not to be 
quoted as an Englith claffic, whatever Mathias. may 


fay; nor can he be the greateft writer, whatever 


critics may dogmatife. 


Having, therefore, deduéted fomething from the’ 


{cale of Junius, I will now add fomething to the feale 
of M‘Aulay.. There are three works, which were, 
undoubtedly, written by Hugh M‘Aulay Boyd; and 
which are before the public: The Freeholder, which 
was publifhed, at Belfaft, in 1776; The Whie, which 
was printed, in the London new{papers, in 1 779%; and 


The Obferver, which was publithed, periodically, at 


Madras, in 1793-4. Whoever’perufes thefe publi- 
cations, with the leaft attention, muft perceive, that 


(c) (1) “Preface” thould have the article she preceding it, 
according.to the rule, whatever inattentive’ writers may {cribble, 
or dogmatifts may fay. (z) “Good men appear to me to con- 
fult their piety, as little as their judgment.” [judgments.] | (3) 
“ Both minifter and magiftrate is [are] compelled’”’—~(4) between 
his duty [their duties} and Ais reputation ftheir reputations | (5) 
“ [fhe agreed [had agreed] in opinion, his difcourfe was imper- 
tinent.’’ [had been impertinent.] (6) « What hardthips he im- 
“© pofes on his fellow-fubject ”’ [ fellow-fubjects.] (7-8) We are 
told that judge and jury have a diftiné « office; that [the] judge 
and [the] jury have diftin& offices, (9) « That the jury zs to find 
the fact ;—the jury are undoubtedly to determine the fa&; The 
fubftantive jury cannot be both fingular, and plural: And when the 
jury have received rheir charge—(1o-11) “ If, in the courle of 


the trial, any queftion of law ari/es [arife]:—If I am (be] not ' 


grofsly miftaken.”’ (12) © Elder fons,” for eldef? fons. — 13) 


i 
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there are but few men, who can write lucubrations 
of fuch vigour, and elegance. | proteft againft the 


judgments of thofe critics, who opie; without pe- 


rufing what they either praife,; or defame. Hugh 
M‘Aulay, who could thus write, what few men can 
write, muft be allowed to have been a perfon of un- 
common powers. I do not fay, that there’ is mucli 
matter in any of thofe acknowledged works of his; 
But; what matter is there in Junius? They do not 
difplay, indeed, much learning: But, what learn? 
ing has Junius? M‘Aulay’s writings: have; in come 
mon with Junius, facility, and elegance, (if elegance 
and inaccuracy can exift together,) confidence; and 
vigoug, numerous figures, which are not always cons 
fiftently ufed, and abundant finery, which does not 
fitly adorn what it was meant to dignify., The fup- 
pofition, that M‘Aulay wrote Junius’s Letters 1s) not; 
then, ‘too abfurd for difcuffion ;”’ as that commen- 
tator conceived, who gave an opinion, from kndwing 
the perfon of M‘Aulay Boyd, without having perufed 
his productions (4); like a lawyer, who fhould tra- 
ther look at his client’s face, than his elient’s brief, 
when he is about to give his profeffional opinion + “The 
abfurdity, therefore, was not fo much in me; who had 
ftudied the character of M‘Aulay, and perufed his 
Freeholder, his Whig, and his Od/ervers as in thofe; 
who /aughed at the idea of M‘Aulay being the writer 
of Junius’s Epiftles, without reading what he had 
written, or knowing his character. | 


Of Hugh M‘Aulay, who is thus; oppofitely, held 


(ad) Anti-Jacobin Rev. for July, p. 348-9. 
up, 
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wp, curiofity muft wifl: to know a little more. He 
was the fecond fon of Alexander M‘Aulay o the 
¢ounty of Antrim, in freland, a barrifter of a {mall 
eftate, by the eldeft daughter of Hfugh Boyd of Bally- 
caftle, in the fame fhire, who is ftitl remembered, i 
his country, for having, by his mduftry, his prudence, 
and his fagacity, amafied a confiderable eftate; and 
is recorded, in the journals of the Irifti parliament, 
as the perfon who obtained confiderable fums from 
the miftaken munificence of the frifh Commons, for 
conftructing the harbour of Ballycafile (¢). 
Alexander M‘Aulay rofe to notice by his diligence 


cf application, rather than his knowledge of law, ~by” 


the fteadinefs- of his perfeveraiice, more than the 
brilliancy of his oratory. He was made one of the 
king’s counfel at law, for the kingdom of Ireland, 
whilft that drfiinction was more coveted, becaufe ‘it 
was lefs common than it is at prefent: And, he was 
appeinted the judge of the confiftory court ; a promo- 
tton, which he had amply earned by his vigorous de- 
fence of eeclefiaftical rights. In early life, he had diftin- 
guifhed himfelf by his political treatifes: But, the firft 
of his pamphlets, which attra@ed much public notice, 
was ‘* Property seve publithed about the year 
1737. In this traét, which difplayed the determined 
fpirit of the man, he expofed, and réprobated, the 
proceedings of the frifh Comimons, who arrogated to 


(e) There is, in the 7th vol. of the Irifh Journals, p. so1—42, 
an interefting report on that expehfive work, whith was intended 
to fupply Dublin with cheap coal; but which terminated, only, 
in the improvement, and irct oie’ of Mr. Boyd’s . private for- 


fane, 


themfelves 


Fags 
x 


 acaelNpeaneER en ae 


—— : + aa 
. D Biss cae 
= *, (i artsy <<" s Vi A ae 
ee a LF OS nay bce aA WE Mae 


— 


sa Noe Ae 
sone WA hi [Tp NOG ne Sa 


60 THE APPEND LX. [Wrrn rficar@, 


themfelves the, right, of deciding. upon the clergy’s, 
title to the zithe o be gifiment, by a vote of their houfe 
alone, . Neither Hampden,.who oppofed the, fhip- 

money of < 1 King, nor Stowell.of Exeter, who: ftood 
a his defence againft the arbitrary imprifonments 
of a Houle of Comm nons, at a faé ious epoch, deferve 
greater celebration, for their magnanimous defence of. 
national liberty, than M‘Aulay highly merited, for, his 
undaunted-firmnefs, im defending the, undoubted rights 
of the clergy, again{t proceedings, which were unwar- 
ranted by any PYAR) Gi of the conftitution, andsin- 
n .of, the law sof ‘the, land. 
M<‘Aulay thowed,., very ‘diftinddly , that the Houfe .of 
Commens, by a parity of proceeding, might equally 
attempt, to vote.down the whole church of ieiuas (f)- 
By this great LSU M*<‘Aulay obtained the hearts. of 
the clergy,;and gained. the foul of Dean Swift. A va- 
cancy in parliament, for the: univerfity of ,Dublin, 
foon after. happened : Mi Aulay offered himfelf, to..re- 


J 


lyin oppofition to Philip Til- 
dal, a lawyer; who rofe by his talents, and. merit, to 
or, and the Infh 
es r Ni Aulay, by. 


means of Sir George Lyttelton, the active influénee of 


defenfib le by any Waxt 


/ 


prefent that learned boc 


e 
be attorney-general, a privy counfell 
f ate. Siaift tae d 


the Prince of. W ales, the chancellor of that untver- 
fity(¢)/: Dr..Baldwin, the sete of Trinity college, 
fupported him, who had fupported the church?, And, 


eer ES | Dea aie 
M Aulay carried his election, by a majority of one. 


(f) See the Trith steer vol. & p. 658.——Boulter’s Letters, 
rol.2. paflim, on the point. 


(gz) Swift's 


ro jJunrus.| THE APPENDIX. oY 


Tifdal, however; W dsaiicals the Houfe of Commons, 
from. whom: MsAulay could hope for little fairnefs, 
and for no: favour, as he } had, shi cularly, offended the 
Speaker, Boyle +o And, -he’was/of courfe voted out, as 


unduly ‘chofen (4).’ Whether’ Hugh pees Te- 
membered his fi athier’s wrong}-at-a fubfequent day, I 
will not conjecture: Certain it ‘is, thatthe father was 


obliged to annals a feat in'the Houfe of Commons, 
fince he‘ could ‘not obtain a ‘refpectable one by fuf- 
frage . He took an-active part in the bufinef$ of par- 
liament : Hé was woven “a formal, phleematic, 

** monotonous {peaker ;”” but was refpected, as a fen- 
fible, well-informed man: What’ he, no doubt, deem- 


eda greater ‘honour, than his feat in the Houfe of 


Commons, yet awaited him: In 1740, Dean Swift be- 
queathe jane in terms of the warmeft affeCtion, and, 
inc iced, in exprefhons moft flattering to his talents, 
and virtues, ee gold box, in which hie freedom of 
a city of Dublin had been prefented to himfelf. 
Alexander M‘/ Aulay preferved his importance, be- 
caufe'he continued his exertions, till his death. As 
the’ King’s 1 learn; ed counfel, he  pabiiede in 1763, 
“ An Enquiry into si Legality of Penfions on the 


© 
aa ; Fy Lees beet ae gn 474 
“ Trith Eftablithment ? He concludes his impeach- 
gra aiein ty 
ment of penfions, by exclaiming: “ If fuch penfions be 


“- found on the [rith ne let fuch be cut 
be branded with 

at amy, eh 
nour of their crime.” 
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the Englith government of Ireland, changed his tone, 
during the Earl of Hertford’s adminiftration: And,. 
‘“* finding an auther ander the ma/k of patriotifm, had 
“lately publifhed 4 pamphlet of evil tendency,” 
M*‘Aulay fent forth, in January 1766, “ Septennial 
‘* Parliaments vindicated,’’ which he addreffed to the 
Lord Lieutenant. He had not, however, the {fatis- 
faction of living, to fee the eftablifhment of odten- 
nial parliaments, which took place, during the admi- 
niftration of Lord Townfhend. He died, after a la- 
borious life of profeffional duties, on the 13th of July, 
17663; leaving two fons, and two daughters, who had 
all been affiduoufly educated by two very capable 
parents (4): His eldeft fon Alexander, who had been 
bred to the bar, fettled on the family eftate of Glen- 

ville, 


(i) Gent. Mag. 1766, p. 343. “ Died, Alexander M<Aulay, 
<M. P. fer Thomatton.”” “My inquiries at Dublin have afcer- 
tained the identity of the deceafed, who was thus deferibed. f 
will add an anecdote or two of Alexander M‘Aulay, from the in- 
formation of a mot refpectable man, who remembers, very dif- 
tinétly, the occurrences of thofe times, in Ireland ; M<Aulay once. 
fpoke, for three days, in a Chancery caufe, to the great annoyance 
of old Lord Bowes, the Chancellor.-When' the parliament was to 
be prorogued, in 1766, M*‘Aulay, hearing, that Dr. Lucas intend- 
ed to make an inflammatory motion, on the laft day of the feflion, 
came early into the Houfe, with the defign to difappoint. him. 
The moment the Speaker took the chair, M‘Aulay got up, faying 
that, as he underftood the order of the day to be the ftate of the 
nation, he would, with the leave of the Houfe, run over’the ftate of 
the nation, from the invafion of Henry the Second, to the prefent 
day. Dr. Lucas feeing himfelf circumvented, interrupted him in- 
dignantly > But, the Speaker decided in favour of M‘Aulay. The 
Door broke out half a dozen times: But, the Speaker always put 
him down, by faying, that the gentleman on the floor, muft be 
allowed: 
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ville, and married the fitter of Lord Gosford ; his fe- 
cond fon is the memorable objet of the prefent in- 
quiry : One of the daughters married Mr. Adair, a re- 
dation of the late ferjeant ; the other daughter married 
John Godley of fhe county of Armagh, Efg; and is, ac- 
cording to the obfervation of my intelligent infor- 
mant, “a lady, highly gifted, and accomplifhed.” 
Such was the father of Hugh M‘Aulay, who was 
born, on the 16th of April 1746, a day, which will 
always be memorable, in our annals, for the decifive 
battle of Culloden field. Dublin, which had pro- 
duced an Usuer, and a Burxe, has alfo the honour 
of giving birth te Hugh M‘Aulay, at his father’s 
houfe, in Ship-ftreet. His father, as I have already 
fhown, from good authority, was extremely attentive 
to the education of his children. Hugh himfelf ufed 
to fay “that he was put very young to {chool, and 
“© {oon became much attached to'books (k)” But, 
the Metamorphofes of Ovid firft {truck his attention, 
and beft anvafed ‘his infancy, as this poet had amufed 
the childhood of Milton, and had attracted the no- 
tice of Ruddiman. He felt no ambition, hke them, 
to difplay his premature fcholarfhip, by making La- 
tin verfes ; and from my inquiries at ‘Dublin, I am 
led to believe, that he did not copy the example of 


W 


dilowed to make his motion. At the end of an hour and a half, 
the Black Rod put an end to the fpeech; and the Parliament. 
—On the sth of November 1771, Doctor Lucas died. ‘The cor- 
poration of Dublin fettled a penfion of fifty pounds a year on his 
widow. (Gent. Mag. 1792, p. 42.] But, M‘Aulay, the oppo- 
nent of penfions, was now dead ! 


(#) Lite by his Editor. 
E3 Pope, 
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Pope} in trying (to. gratify’ lus. father, by compofing 
Englith rhymes.. But, itas'a-fact, which is more im- 
portant to ftate, that his. father,, ‘* who: laboured 
“ anxioufly his educ ations and fondly 4 faw in his, bud- 
“< ding parts the promuife, of .a, copious, harveft, fome- 
“ times cenfured his. fon’s PROSE, ios being /00 POET I- 
* Ganz, and prefcribed, as a model to him, the chafte 
f§ ftyle of Swift, and. Addifon;. ‘that. he might 
<6 -learn’”’ (to, ufe the old man’s own words) “to com- 
<< bine the, {trength and. precifion of the one, , with 
“¢ the fimplicity andeafy elegance. of the other (2).’? 
The feeds, however, of ote ic Imagery, which Nature 
had f{cattered in, M‘Auley’s mind, never ripened. into 
a harveft of poetry...dde was educated at the fchool 
of the Reverend Wah liam —_ in Ship-ftreet, -before 
mentioned ; a{fchool, which, a nong other diftinguifh- 
ed-{cholars, and characters, fent forth,ILord ‘Glace and 
Henry Grattan; who, being .nearly.of the fame age, 
were of the fame clas, with Hugh M*‘Aulay; and 


yet remained a year sien him in Ship- -{treeti 


The ftep from the {chool.,to the college forms an 
important epoch’ in the \biogtaphy of youth. Our 
ftudent “‘:was received, as a, fellow. commoner, inte 
“< the univertity: of Dublin, by the name_of, Hugh 

M‘Aulay, onthe, 8th:of July 1761 (m).” Here, 


(1) From the letter.of my very well informed correfpondent 
at Dublin. 


(m) XY Yearned this important faé&t from the obliging informa- 
tion of the Rev. Doctor George Hall of Trinity College Dublin: 
And this fact proves, that our ftudent ftill, at that time, paffled by 
his father’s name; and fhows, incidentally; that the ftory of Hagh 
M<Aulay being always called Boyd, which is told by fome intelli- 
gent men in Ireland, is unfounded, 
he 
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he is faid, by his biographer, to have purfued his favou.- 
rite ftudies, with a afiduits, and delight’: Fre certain/ 
Se albie him felf with cred#, as I faye been affured “d 
a clafs-fellow of our ftudent, in the fame college, He 
‘obtained his Batchelor of Arts degree, in 1768. He 
‘thus continued long enough, in Trinity,College, to be 
highly cultivated, ie to poflek confiderable talents, as 1 
Rave: been told by the fame learned, . and sie ieee ngs 
clafs-fellow of his. . He could not well be otherwife 
from his natural endowments. He had a memory of 
Jjmeutar pe, enoth ; he had .an apprehenfion of great rea 
dinefs ;- an bitelt ect of uncommon foliditys; and befi as 


ea 
ee I 


tliofe faculties, he enjoyed a wonderful dexterity, 
an applying thst to every purpofe: ‘he characterit- 
tic ahah with which he carried off the fpeeches 
of the createft orators, is alone a fatistactory proof, 
that he enjoyed, all thofe powers, in a high degree: 
And it is a ftrong confirmation of this reafoning, that 
he was a good chefs-player, and made a fland againit 
Count BRuHL. 
Like other you 


ne men of powerful minds, and ir- 
reoular practices ie one for fome time, tn ful 
ro) >) 9 


pence, about the choice of his profeffion. » He in- 
clined, fora while, 'to prefer the fword to the gown ; 


as his eldeft brother Alexander had already entered 
himfelf ef the Temple... After fome confide ration, he 
determined, however, agg the prope nfities of his ha- 
bit, to follow the profeffion of his father. In the mean 
time, Hugh M‘Aulay, owing to his paffion for play, 
and diffipation, became involved, as we are told by his 


rs biographer 
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biographer, “in great pecuniary difficulties, at the age 
* of nineteen [1765.” | (n). 

With all thofe embarraffments, practices, and ha- 
bits, he came to London, before the deceafe of his 
father, on the 13th of July 1766 (0); in order to 
profecute the ftudy of the law(p). But, the propen- 
fities of our ftudent carried him as often to St. Ste- 
phen’s Chapel, as to Weftminfter Hall: He ufed fre- 
quently to retire from a long debate to the Grecian 
* [coffee houfe], where he met his fellow Templars; 
“and would fometimes aftonifh them by a feemingly 
“ perfect recital of the chef dewvre of the night(q).” 
He is, at this time, defcribed by another lawyer, who 
Knew him perfonally, “as a good-natured, lively, man, 
«« famous for repeating [parliamentary] fpeeches; and 


(wz) ‘The Preface to the Indian Obferver, p: xvi. 


(0) I think it more than probable, that the notice of the death 
of his father, which appears, in the Gentleman’s Magazine, was 
communicated by Hugh M<Aulay, who was, at the time, near the 
FEditer, in London. 

(p) It is fuppofed by fome very well-informed lawyers, at 
Dublin, that Hugh M<‘Aulay-Boyd was called to the Bar, in Eug- 
land. But, tis a fat, which I flate voon the credit of a very 
careful fearch of the Regifters, belonging to the four Inns of 
Court, that he was never entered in auy of the Inns, by either of 
his names of M<Aulay, or of Boyd, This is a curious circumftance 
in itfelf; and fhows clearly, how much preferable circumfantial 
evidence is to the exceeding fallibility of human teftimony. It 
is fufficiently known, with what accuracy thofe Regifters are 
kept: and, it follows of courfe, that M‘Aulay-Boyd qwas never 
called to the Rar, in England. : | 


(7) Krom the information of a lawyer of great eminence at 
Dublin, who was, at that time, a templar with M‘Aulay. 


“¢ always 
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5 
‘always buftling about fomething or another(r)}.” 
As to his politi ihe M‘Aulay, partly from the place of 
his birth, partly HOD the example of his father, partly 
from his natural it mperament, and partly from the 
factiouine(s of ri times, was an Anarchitt, if we may 


7° 


confider his avowed writings, as preferable proofs, to 


private prejudice: As a Whig, he was Whig-iffimus ; 


; 
not an Old Whig, but a new Whig, who exerted great 
activity in promoting “ the good Old Caufe (5). If, 
from the Whig, we throw a retro{pective glance upon 
the Letters of the Freeholder to the EleGors of Antrim, 
in 1776, we fhall perceive, that. he then maintained 
revolutionary dodirines, in order to influence an elec- 
tion(z). If, from thefe letters, we take another re- 


r) Anti-Jacobin Review, July, 348. 
» 34 


(s) See the Whig in Almon’s Giebaotes, Veillis Do. Va tk yield 
willing obedience to the juridical rule, which requires, that he who 
offers a document in evidence, ought to verify it, and connedt it 
with the cau/e in iffue. Mr. Almon is the principal witnefs, on 
this litigated queftion: and, he fays, that in 1779, and 1780, he 
publithed a Newfpaper, called the London Courant; that he was 
perfectly acquainted with the chief writers in it, and with Hough 
Boyd, pantigplerty 3 and that he does know, that Hugh Boyd was 
the undoubted writer of the effays in it, which were entitled Tée 
Whig; and which were publiflied, in that new{paper, during the 
months of November, and December, 1779, and of January, and 
March 1780. 


(¢#) Hugh Boyd was difcovered to be the author of the Free- 
bolder’s Letters, « by finding a {crap of the manuferi 
«‘ the printer had negleéted to deftroy.” [The Li fe of Boyd, 
p- 18.] Having written ta an intelligent friend, at Belfaft, for a 
copy of The Freeholder’s peiiak he wrote me, in anfwer, on the 
yoth of O&ober 1799: « I will make a point of fear ching the 
“« bookfellers fhops for the pamphlet, you write for: The Letters 
. “6 are 
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trofpect of ten years, we {hall eafily difcover the poli- 


tical ai s, which M‘Aulay brought with him 


from the noify {cene of Dr. Lucas, at DapuA: to the 
more ample theatre of Wilkes'and Liberty, at’ Lon- 
don. 

Hugh M‘Aulay was naturally recommended to the 
care of Mr. James Anak an Irifh factor, in the city, 
the father of the late Serjeant, and his own relation, 
in whofe houfe, he, for a whilé, became domefticated. 
The genteel addrefs, and infinuating manners, of 
M‘Aulay, eafily, introduced him into fathiondbl e life, 
and literary fociety. He became intimate with Mr. 
Richard Burke, whofe princ iples, and habits, are fad 
to have been fimilar to his own. He gained ready 
admiffion into the families of Mr. Edmund Burke, 
and of Sir Jofhua Reynolds. He obtained, the fami- 
liarity of Garrick. He became acquainted with many 
of the members of the Literary Club (u). And, be- 
coming a Man of the Town, he, incidentally, decame 
all things to all men. At is feldom, that any youth g oains 
fo many friends, as ‘M‘Aulay, and by his eee’ is ever 
{o much beloved; as it appears, that he was. From thofe 
intimations, we may perceive the fources of much of his 
information, as a political writer, if we confider, that 
he had great readinefs of apprehenfion, and full greater 
ftrength of memory; that he poffeft, in a high degree, 
«are within the recollection of feveral of my acquaintance, wha 
«tell me, they were written by a M:Aulay-Boyd, who went to 
«¢ India with Lord Macartney.” It is-a faét, then, which is noto- 


rious amongft the well informed men of Belfaft, that M‘Aulay 
Boyd wrote The Freeholder’s Letters. 


(4) See his Life prefixed to the Indian Objerver, p, 5, 6- 


TO Juxius.] THE APPENDIX, 59 


the important faculty of knowing, when to fpeak, and 
when to be filent; how to gain, and Hie to ‘keep 
a fecret: This, then, is'the character to impofe on 
mankind ! 

But, whatever a man’s friendfhips, and occupations, 
may be, the principal epoch of his life‘is his ma urlage. 
From Hugh M:Aulay’s connections, in the city, he 
end became acquainted. with Mifs Frances Mor- 

phy, a girl of elegance, and of fome fortune, who 
lived mate her mother, at lodgings, in Mufcovy 
Court, Tower-hill: And, her he married, on the 29th 
of Decetber, 1767, when. he was yet under two-and- 
twenty; and the was {till younger («).. The mother, 
and’the ‘daughter, :poffeffed between them, about 


rae La ugh Macaulay, Efg; of the parifh of St. Paul Coven 
s¢ Garden Batch? an a Frances jr eatinn ry of this hice {pintter, were 
I 


December, in taiRet year one ula 1a ven 
ss feven, «« By me Geer roe Baxter, A.M. 
ve Hugh M<Aulay, 
: ~ ¢ #rances Morphy. 
Will: TI Hage we 


hundred and fixty- 


¢s This marrizgee was folemnized betwee 


N.B. The above is a copy of the marriage regifler of the 
parifh of Allhallows Barking, taken this tenth day of December, 
feven hundred gia D 
he Reverend George Baxter is fill alive; and not 


one EET {e inety-nine by me, James Roe, 
7} 
& 


curate.” 
only -recollects this marriage, but that he partook of the wedding- 


= 


dinner, in the New Road, Chelfea. He remembers, that M‘Aulay 
appeared to him, at that'time, as a very intelligent, lively, and 
converfable, ine 3 man; that he afterwards dined with him, in 
Great Marlborough-fireet: And, he thinks he heard, that M‘Aulay 
changed his name to Boyd, about a twelvemonth after his mar- 


1 
yiage.” Mrs. Morphy is full remembered, in Mufcovy-court. 


feven 
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al 


ete 
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feven thoufand pounds, fterling, which confifted of 
negroes, and other property, in Jamaica. We have 
here record-evidence to prove again, that he ftil 
paffed by his father’s name, in 1767, at the era of 
his marriage. His mother’s father is faid to have 
died, in1765: But, we are affured, that “ the bequett 
<< of his maternal grandfather did net fall to him tall 
<< fometime after his marriage ; and that when he got 
“ the eftate, it was fo much encumbered with an- 
*< nuitants, and haraffed by confequent litigations as 
<< to afford him hardly any relief (y).”’ As his own 
father did not die opulent, we may eafily fuppofe, that 
the fon was deprived, in 1766, at once, of the benefit 
of a parent’s advice, and of the refource of a father’s 


Hugh M‘Aulay-Boyd, was now to maintain a wife, 
and family, as well as he could, by whatever means. 
«« Towards the latter end .of the year 1768, we are 
“ told, Mr. Boyd, who, at that period refided 19 
«« Great Marlborough-ftreet (z), began to be ex- 


(vy) Pref. to the Indian Obferver, xvi.— It was, in confequence 
of the will of his maternal grandfather, that he changed his name 
to Boyd. Upon inquiry at the Secretary of State’s office, and at 
the College of Arms, I learned, that Hugh M‘Aulay never ob- 
tained the King’s licenfe, for changing his name, JI merely {tate 
the fact. In England, perfons af greater confequence fometimes 
neglect this ufeful form. In Ireland, it is never attended to, 

(=) Iwill admit, that he refided, at the tume mentioned, in Great 
Marlborough-ftreet, in St. James’s parifh: But, it is proper, that 
i fhould ftate, that having fearched the books of St. James’s parifh, 
i could not find, our politician was a Aoufe-keeper, either by the 
name of M‘Aulay, or Boyd, in this parith, from 1767, to 17743 
as he does not appear to have been aflefied to parochial taxes, 


‘© tremely 


e 
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xo Junius. ] 


“* tremely fedulous in collecting political information’ 


‘© of every kind x and being in habits of confidential 
““ mtimacy with the late Mr. Laughlin Maclene, as 
“¢ well as fome other political characters, he was ena- 
*< bled to obtain very early and accurate intelligence 
of all minifterial proceedings (@).” Yet; he who 
had read newfpapers, at Dublin, from 1761 to 1765, 
with the intellect, and memory of M‘Aulay ; he who 
had read political papers, at London, from 1766 to 
1768, and attended both houfes of parliament, with 
his readinefs of apprehenfion, and tenacity of recollec- 
tion; he, who had lived, in the familiar habits of 
relationfhip, with the late Serjeant Adair, from 1765 
to 1769; had not to-degia the ftudy of politics, 


«&¢ 


in 1768. M*<Aulay, certainly, publifhed, during that. 


period, fome effays, under the fignature of Dzmo- 
critus, which were a fort of intelleCtual exercifes, 
that were much in practice, at that feverifh period, 
armnong the beft educated of the Irifh Templars, who 
thronged the bar of the Houfe of Lords, and the gal- 
lery of the Houfe of Commons, more than Weftmin- 
{ter Hall' (4). It 1s, therefore, in vain, to talk, in the 
face of facts, of the commencement of M‘Aulay’s po- 
litical ftudies, in 1768. A ftrong caufe is never fo 
effeCtually betrayed, as by the offer of weak arguments 
to fupport it. If I might affume, for a moment, that 
M‘Aulay-Boyd was the writer of Junius’s Letters, I 


(a) The Editor’s letter of the gth of Auguitlaft. [Morn 
Chron. } 

(éJ From the information of my wel 
of the Irifh bar, at Dublin. 


Tesgeee J. f Jn 
4 inrormed correipongent 
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j 


in.1770 (d), and in 1771-(¢/ 


write, under that fignature, in January 19923 ) bes 


could eafily fhow how he was-employed in 14969 (¢), 
ais 
J 


4 


~ 


caufe, he was unable, from the diftreffed circumftances’’ 
of ha ration to live ;any longer,.in London; | The 
lace of -his retirement, was Rall on-Greenj near Hare» 
row. . In. this. retirement,;,he found, leifurento regret 
the paft, and:to provide for the future. | From)! that 
place, he ufed frequently,to -walk, to. town,!and ‘to 
return the fame day ; for the purpofe, no» doubt, 


of t-Prpsacing for his family (/), and. ‘of ¢collecting 


Diftrefs 


(c) The firft letter of Junius was dated on the 2oth of January 


1 
} 


1769; which was followed,in the fame year, by thirty letters,.un- 
der the fignateres of Junius, and Philo-Junius, © befidés the num- 
* berlefs trifles, which he lad written, without being able to recal 


3 be, | 
4 


2 
«**them to his memory.” | Gen, ed. vol, 2. p. 230; | 


7Q, if we may judge. from 


Lis, Apsley bei Tee at taki eee 
lat he’ re pablitied in_ his edition ; si Bek: ceafed to 


1 
print, under thofe fignatures, during the 


(f) A writer inthe True Briton of the ee O€tober 1799, un- 


wy? 
der the fignature of Verax, has cial with fo nite.a pencil, 
an account of Hugh Boyd, about the y<Ay 407 7 A t I will lay it be- 
fore the'reader, as I have nothing fo cl nae ms {tie to-exhibit : 


«* Hugh Boyd was the eon fon aie a Mr. Macauly, whofe 


‘* father was one of Dean Swift’s executors. He changed his 
“ name for anieftate of about £. 200° per annum: he was a-tall, 
a& } 


well proportioned man, and rather athletic; his complexion was 
« fair, he wore his own hair, twifted behind: his countenance was 
‘ fixed, grave, and very ftrongly marked ; his nefe was prominent, 
«© his mouth wide, his cheeks lanky and his eyes very large, info- 


¥2 muck 
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Diftrefs. is feldom flationary : and M‘Aulay-Boyd 


returned, with his family, to. London, sunememey 


ay 
a 


6é 


AG 


17 75° 


much that he could command them more fideways than any 
other perfon T ever faw: ashe could fee fideways more than ano- 
ther, fo did he turn his neck aboat to fee lef$ thantany other, fe 
that he often had the appearance:of having a ftiff neck: he was, 
from the rotundity of the orb of .the,eye, near, fighted, for - 
which reafon, as he walked the ftreets he generally nied a glafs, 
which hung from his neck: he was thin Boar tl the frasiders. al~ 
though they were broad, and his fhoulders were rather high: 
his drefs. was ‘very plain 5 he, wore always a cocked hat; re 
walk was quick, and his mood was pentive, Nobody. of ob- 
fervation could ps é paffed him without wifhing to know whe, 


* he was. 


«< Tt was about the year 1774, that I firft knew Mr. Boyd; when 
he was about twenty-feven years old, but he looked older: his 
refidence then was at Rufton Green, near Harrow, from thence 
he frequently walked to London and back again the fame day. 
Whenever he flept in town, he generally took up his abode with 
one friend or another, for no man had more real friends. He 


‘was then marfiéd to a Mifs Morphy. a lady from Jamaica, 


who had an annuity, and whofe mother was till living. I wae 
told at that time that hy Boyd had gamed and injured his for- 
tune, and that he once played a match at tennis, with a [negro] 
boy tied to his back :-—but when I knew him he had ae 
ed tennis; for though I frequented the court, I never {aw hi 
play but once; indeed his fight was againft him. Mr, Boyd 
was a good player of chefs, and made a ftand againft Count 
Brubl. 

‘© Having diffipated his fortune, and the annuity of Mrs. Boyd 
not being enough for his mode of living, Mr. Boyd contracted 
the habit of raifing the means, which flung him out of every 
fteady purfuit -of -life, gave him. a.‘countenance of. care, and 
made him look as if he was forming great plans——when the 
fact wz * that he.was only thinking-how-tolive., This fituation 
certainly haraffed him. very gag and.,at length it became 
his practice to refort to the mode. o y alluded to. All 
other attentions, inflead of an improvement of the underftand- 
&6 ing, 


iN 
| 
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1775. At this epoch of his life, he engaged in a 
very arduous tafk, when he undertook to perfuadé 
the world, that Robert, and Daniel, Perreau were 
inocent of the felonious charge of forging the Bond 
of William Adair, with defign to defraud Robert, , 
and Henry, Drummond (p).. The forgery was de- 
tected, in Mareh 1775: bills of indictment’ were 
found againft them, on the 25th of Apnl. They 
were tried, not long after; when Robert Perreau 
read a defence, of uncommon art, and ability, ele- 
gance, and pathos, which very much: affeéted thofe, 
who were, neverthelefs, conftrained, by the evidence, 
to find him guilty. Daniel Perreau was alfo found 
guilty. Notwithftanding every endeavour to fave 
them, they were both executed, on the 17th of 
January 1776 (¢). 
| What 


ing, ferved rather to diffipate, than to amufe a mind deprefled _ 
«with the burthenfome care of ways and means. For if Mr. 
<¢ Boyd had been free from fuch necefiities, he certainly had an 
«< underftanding and an education equal to moft of his time, and 
« to any undertakings. 

«« His memory was wonderful—He wrote the fpeech of Lord 
«¢ Chatham, after he came from the Houfe of Lords, before he 
< flept. J faw him whilft be was about it. ‘The great excellence 
«€ of that fpeech confifts in the exaétnefs of it. It was not merely 
« what Lord Chatham meant, but what he aétually faid. _No- 
«« body who read it, can hefitate to fay but it muft be what Lord 
s¢ Chatham faid,”’ 

(p) I remember, very well, fays Mr, C+-B—, « the infinite 
®¢ pains he took to perfuade the world that the Perreaus were 
«« innocent.”” [ Anti-Jacobin Rev. for July, p.349:] 

(q) Gent. Mag. 1775, p. 148, 205. 279, 289. Coupling 
the fa, #bat Boyd took infinite pains to perfuade the world of the 
Perredus 


65 
ba Boyd’s connections were, with thofe noted 
{windlers, I am unable to tell, -He appeared, im- 
y, after their fate: was decided, in the North 
of Ireland.. Whatever motive “earfied him thither, 
his attention was at once drawn to it, by: the found 
f an election, for the f 
ance of the parliamentary limita tion, for which his 
father had written.. Affuming the familiar ap 
lation of a Freehold } 
to the independent 
gain their votes, for “ a CONSTITUTIO} 
“DATE.” dt was--one J 
adventurer, gh was thus fupported 
Boyd, againft all the Aritecratic, and 


terefis of “s at confiderable fhire (r). 
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a VERY S ZUNOCEHCE, with the ur ncommMoOnN rorce Oo: 
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defence, I am led to enterta 


n a ftrone {ufpicio: 
t 


-, 7 m r as a | eae y 4 ~ 4 ~~ CP 
borate argument was written by the eloquent pen of B 
wv & s& 
+ Pre “A ryh 1 q eg A avai ean 
the two firft paragrap! 1example: ** My Lords, and Gen- 


“s* tlemen of the Jury; 
<< which i is the refult 


2 


«¢ the iffue ea a legal 


“« my integrity, I have | 
Ss i 2% i Pees Tice Rep ef eee | a j aS aa eh: BSE Eg FE 
= might elfe have been 1Up prefled ; and I have voluntat Ly 


‘ fought that imprifonment, which euilt never invites, and even 
rig ; 3 Seip Pees SR Cee Oe eee BA ie Ie. og Se ey E 
© innocence has been known to fly from; ardently looking for- 
¢ nmas ae 4 Fadi. Langs 
** ward to this hour, as the fare, though 


2 es Sd Riee ot Naat Seon Pax Ge 
indeed for 1ts importance 


“ cating a character, n t diftinguifhec 


9 
(43 b it Sige daisies ra SP Our teehee Dan a a Pleas fate Cone th ails | 
ut hitherto maintained, without a blemish. [See the whole 
om aa Mr Dee ae es OT 5 ny 5 2 > T 
of tnis y able defence in the Gi nt. iviac. 1775- Pp. 280-—§ 32. | 
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“ ters,” fays my intelligent correfpondent at Dub- 
lin, “ are known to have contributed to the raifing 
“of that wild clamour, which carried Wilfon’s 
< election by an enthufiaftic blaft of momentary 
« madnels.” Yet, whatever engagements were re- 
quired by the patriotic electors, or promifes were 
made by the con/fitusional candidate, they were toon ex- 
pofed by parliamentary experience : In. tw 'o, or three, 
{effions, Wilfon’s patriotifm was foftened inte com- 
pliance, by a place, in the revenue, of two or three 
hundred pounds a year; which, for aught that ap- 
pears, he enjoys to this day. There are fo many exam- 
of patriotic tergiverfation, that this example was 
not want ico to teach mx oderation to the vehement, at 


The mind of our Freeholder of Antrim is ftrongly 
impregnat ted with the very eflence of Funius: He has 
iis flowery pe his dexterous ODay and his anar- 
chica! viole 1ce The principle, and indeed, the pen, 
of the myit beau “tunius are difcernible, by an atten- 
tive eye, in the pref ace, and, 1 was going to fay, in 
every paragraph, of our Freeholder (3). 


A 


The 


The laft, who reprefented, as his name imp lies, the ancient kings 
1% ? 


q 

») 
of the tittnine Regions, declined the conkete This is the fame 
a 1 
L i 


Lord O’Neil, who was, lately, flain by the Antrim rebels. 


« 


ing, “*} dedicate to you a colle¢ 


(s) Funius begins his de dication to the Exglih nation, by fay- 

g tion of letters written by one of 
© yourfelves ?? The Freeholder fays, in his firf letter, ** It is indif- 
6 ‘penfabl ly ours; for, ‘* the fee fimple is in us?” Permit, there- 
“ fore, one of yourfelves, to fubmit his thoughts, > Not only are 
the expreilions transferred from Junius to the Rivet hs but the 


SAEs a 
topicks 
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The firft letter of the Freeholder is dated on the 


ON 


th of F seraaig of the laft, on the gth of April 
5 i 3 9 3 
1776. Lis firlt motto 1s the well known Jacobinical 
principle of Stundis : “They are the truftees, not the 


topicks of both are exactly the fame: In both, the writer is 
ftudious to infult Scotland, and the Scots: In both, he {peaks con- 
temptuoufly of the pedaz?t, James: In both, he ret. baked of 
the Scotch biftorian [ Hume. } He delights, in both, to ridicule the 
blufoing Ragby. In Funius, he reviles Mr. Horne, as a {olitary 
monk: In the freebolder, he reviles Dean Tucker, as the prief of 
Glofter: Now, he had his education among monks and priefts. Ju- 
nius infilted on the conftitutional right to the preffing of feamen. 
{Lett.ix.] The Freeholder equally repeats the fame doétrine 
< of the King’s right to prefs a particular defcription of his fub- 
<< jects into the fea fervice.” [Pref. xii.] Junius recommends 
to the Englifh nation the example of the city of London [Lett. 
xxxvil.]: The Freeholder recommends to the electors of Antrim 
the example of the city of London. [Let. xi.] In Funius, he fays, 
«the people of Ireland have been, uniformly, plundered and op- 
«< prefied. »? In the Freeholder, he infilts, « The fpirit of defpotifm 
“‘ is gone forth; oppreffion her object, devaftation her means, fa- 
« mine, {word, and fire, her inftruments.”” [Pref. x.] — Junius ‘is 
the patron of the co/ozies: In the Freeholder, the fame writer is 
their apologi/?. [Pref. xi.] The author tranfplants his own /lower,, 
delicate as they are, from his Funius to his Freebelder: Junius be- 
gins his Lett. Ixix, by faying, “J turn with pleafure from that 
« barren wafte, in which no falutary plant takes root, xe verdure 
“© guickens, to acharacter fertile, &c.: The Freeholder concludes 
his 5th letter, by faying, “ Long enough have our eyes ached over 
« this barren profpect, where xo verdure of virtue guickens, no pube 
« lic fervice is feen to bloffom.”’ Junius had the policy to be the 
depofitary of his own fecret, which he refolved fhould geri/b with 
him: The Freeholder had the policy to preferve his own fecret ; 
faying “ My name is unknown, and I hope it will remain fo.’’ 
[ Lett. 1ft.] Such are the coincidences, between Funius and the 
Antrim Freeholder, which will convince all thofe, who read for infor- 
mation, that the fame energetic, and elegant, pen wrote both. 
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ftate. The fee-fimple is in’ us.” 


I Moka SATA Tt = arre ; a ay 
Theobald Wolfe Tone eould not ae gone beyond 


r fets out, in the following man- 
riter, whofe words I have placed 

ad y paper, 1s jultly ackn owledged 
* £0. EXcel,, 1n ee iaailce of ime gery, ahd in ft rength 
‘his excellence extends to points fulk 


ee 


fehs oy t 
OIF Giction. iu 
aus 


“more important... No writer has invefticated ‘with 


a fyoqc} ame te Oa aan oa } v 
ich fagacity, nor with tuch clearnets 


fagact ith fuck al pointed out 
o> 
¢ el ace tg neal eta Bl Pee. ee 3 eat sage. 2 ap 
“ trne nature of our admirable conttitution. -Ihe 


‘“‘ witdom, and le g of Locke had afcertaine d fome 
“ oreat fundamental maxims, which conftituted or at 
“leaf{t contributed to form the bafis of our hberties. 
** But, it remained for the fucceeding addrefs, and 
- eloquence of Funius, to encounter an a to fubdue, at 


s of argumént, the more resfaraoid 


soar 


66 Jan{ 1 Lei Gel 
* leatt, im» thei felc 
9? Tt 

f 


*‘‘ corruptions of latter times. Ae ce then, is the 
BAe! ola pel A ie DM A De a ee hee mh yeni ,] -. 
rACHCY FONGIUNE DIS Chha, Ml a place, wit e he fup] pofect 


if Seapets y hee Nae ye oe a 1 ieeae 
yimieli to be unknown, and at a time, when the fli- 
EE ey lo Rees Ae nea ee a ee 1 ee 
ation cousd not eaiiy be +t uipected : The SLANLV 12 
J ~ 
Peake Jor age a tially Galted. thrower 
Freeholder was, actually, called, throughout the ample 


44S 


roy TY 1F_.N7 
} is J 
Cire ut a i 


3 
he Beltaft newfpapers, a fecond Junius. 


a} 
fie Ae Se (ie tes Bag BRED AD I 1a eA pe FA as J, a 
+O tnlis DHOoOnReU 1 CeseiInceion, Ou LCE 01aer Was 


well entitled. Of the /plendour of imagery, and frrength 
er Sid i ke, J me. Te ey Ss if) pa egee hE kal isi 3 

of diéiion, which are fo emphatical lly claimed by the 
fon, for the father, there is nothing’ more ftriking, nor 


: 7 : 1 

in the real ‘Junius, than the fub- 
anaittve: ov. Retina 
m the fir? Freeholders ** Weare 


n dead repofe of defpotifm, 
« and its, Thofe ftagnations of corrup- 


iiss, es My ith. fj all no more poifon th ne land, 66 Alba 
> we) Che returning day-ftar of 


6S th fa 


bd hee 


ution again illuminates the political’ he- 
wn ba bis sie ir in fulnels of fplendour, difplays the 
<<“ olorious moment,‘which’ reftores to us our original 
‘< rights. ) The power, which we delegated, and the 


riz 


““-trufty which we conferred, revert tous. ‘The con- 
*« {titution regenerates. And the new ‘birth in{pires 
‘© new vigour. | As the ‘giant received renovation of 
a ON fs : Be Sa eA 
ftrength from ‘touching his mother es fo the 
rights of the people acquire new 
““ when brought back to their art 
~ ‘ ‘ ; ° . 9 pa 
“foutée, the pedople’s voice.” +—TPhe 
bee tin high. ave ted sO ble. 
ters,-which are ‘thus remarkabk 


their elegance, and their enettiit were foon repub- 
lifhed “at. Belfaft, by’ Wilfon’s .committee, in a {mall 
pamphlet, which -I°have #een, without the 
either of the beéolkfeller,or the printer (7). 

Prom Belfaft, our patriotre Precholder went to Dub- 


hat Sb baie @all uha hoor ie: 
din, where’ he was called to the bar, in E: 


bye. by the naméiof Hugh Boyd/(w}. ; 
hereby’ fee how faéts:confirm each other :!The fact, 
that ‘ Huel M‘iulay-Boyd wrote the Freeholder at 
Belfaft, in February, and’ March, 1776, cos to prove, 
that the fame Flugh M*Aulay-Boyd was called to the 


rine rig. «ch ory a x cat bs Hite es aalhe "tig 

fhat Hugh Boyd was then, and there, called to the 
= 7 

loa >» froanely rc hora “ac yw 1¢8@l.caincidence h { 

Dar, rong ly COT 8 orate i) y 1tS COMURCICC LL, { aC 


1 win 7 = (T4355 vx ana Oy Seip seh, cn 
have nove in my: poffefaon, a copy of it, which was 


35 
> 

al 
fos 


printed in 1776, by M. Mills, No. 135, Capel-ftreet, Dublin. 


(uj) Wilfon’s bt lin Direory, p. 117: This fact is certain; 


i: 


red | by two very eminent members of the Irith 
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Hugh M‘Aulay Boyd wrote the Aztrim Freeholder. 


His embarr ese forced him to put on the gown, 
while his diffipation induced him to caft it off, as an 
incumbrance to his purfuits: And, he foon returned 
to London, which had attra&tions for him, that were 
too powerful for his intereft, and too feduétive for 
his happinefs. We have, in M‘Aulay Boyd, the ex- 
ample of a man, who, with every material quality in 
him of a great law wyen facility of apprehentfion, ftrength 

f efs of memory, confidence of 
addrefs, could on ais bufy himfelf, in writing anarchical 
eflays, although he was goaded by diftrefs, and affailed 


We may, naturally, { fuppofe, that, from Dublin, he 
haunts, and habits, in London. 


- 


How he was, particularly, employed, during the years 
1777, and 1778, I am unable to tell: ‘But, it 1s. cér- 
tain, that he once more began to write feditious pa- 
ced in November 1779, and ended 


nie 
in March .1780 Os) The Loudoun Court was. the 


vehicle of thofe papers, which were entitled 'TZe » Wuic. 
He, who reads The Whig, with attention, will eafily 
perceive the pea of Junius, and acknowledge. the 
pen of che Freeho ; He will fee in. it,. the. fame 
principles inch ve fame topicks of turbulence, 
the fame dexterities of fophiftry, and the fame cha- 
racteriftics of ftyle; its inaccuracies, its figures, its 


L 
declamation, and its vigour (y). Yet, the Whig did 
not 


(x) Almon’s Appendix to his Po]. Anecdates, p. 1-364, 
1 . 
(y) Take as an exam pi from the fame we p- 24, the follow- 
ing paflage, at a venture : “* The Septennial act of {uicide, abhor- 
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&e rent 
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not elevate, aud furprize, like Funius. There was no 
Sir William Draper, fays Almon, to write rhe Whig 
into notice. The truth, however, 1s, that Famins was 
at once political, and perfonal ; the Whig was chiefly 
political. "Vhe nation, which had been ftunned with 
fuch noife, now began to be tired of turbulence, and 
to loath licentiouinets. 

At length, a new. profpect opened on M*‘Aulay 
Boyd, who now turned his eyes, and his efforts, from 
the feditioufnets of the Weft, to the opulence of the 
Eaft. By the influence.of** Mr. Laurence Sullivan, 
“who fo often filled the chair at the India-houfe,”’ 


«rent certainly from the popular nature of parliament, and deftruc; 
“ tive of its due independence, on the crown, had been long perpe- 
«* trated, Military power and civil influence united to enable the 
“« prince, if he were fo difpofed by nature or education, to opprefs 
«‘ and corrupt the people, whofe property and power was [were] 
« leflened, exactly in the proportion that the crown had gained 

a 

e 


“« weight and force, by the eftablifhment of a ftanding army and 


ne 


“ national debt. But, above ail, the time of his afcenfion to th 

se throne was full of fach peculiar circumfances of popularity, as 
« gave him unlimited, becaufe unfufpected, power. Into that au- 
« {picious moment was crouded all the promife of his youth 
‘‘ founded in the fond memory of all the virtues of his anceftors 
“‘of his youth, rifing, as it feemed, to renew the race of glory 
«that they had run, even up to the recent goal of univerfal con- 
«queft, Nature and fortune confpired to give the young mo- 
‘¢¢ narch of that day an empire the beft and moft permanent that 
“‘ monarchs can enjoy, if they wifh to maintain it, an abfolute 
«power in the hearts of his fubjeéts. Such was [were] the 
*« power avd the opportunity of exercifing it, with which his pre- 
« fent Majetfty afcended the throne. If it had been the counfel of 
«his reign to improve it into the perfect and reciprocal happi- 
« nefs of himfelf and his people, the way was not iteep nor diih- 
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To Junius. | THE APPENDIX ree 
that his fervices, and misfortunes, entitled him to 
{ome office, which might compenfate him for both. 
But, out of nothing nothing comes; and, as there was 
no vacancy, he could have no» place. His difap- 
pointment drove him ‘to Calcutta, where, he, no 
doubt, hoped. to court fortune, in a more propitious 
mood. In this gay fcene, his focial difpofition was 
welcomed by hofpit itis which was, in return, enli- 


vened ‘ by the fuperlative {prightlinefsof his convit 
ne | Lon oe 7 \?3 r 
** via qualities (0).”. In thé mean time, he was ap- 
ae ee ae, Ye eit) * ok P| oe ae 
po ointed, JOLLY, with Mr. Corbit Hite afte ap AE NE at 


y) 

Madras; an office of fome profit, ‘ue of httle dig- 
nity ;,and which required his perfonal-prefence, PEER 
it. was to. be execut ed, , g 
the, 4utsim Freeho/der;.the Wie, trans 
dias Ce}: 
ther congenial te 
** the delicacy of his mind, nor his habits of life,’ ’ fays 
his biographer; “ buty as t 


formed: into the ciara malt 


1 &| ¥ Gi odo (ate Pa: 
The duties of this office 


¢ . 


1€e1 ts were great, 
*he“tefolved: to facrifice a little fenfibili 5 for the 
“ profpect of ultimate wealth.” His old 
mean time, induced,humeto return to his early practices: 
And, during the Myfore war, ke conducted a news- 
paper, entitled’ The Courier (d), 


> p. 15. 


&) Life of Boyd 
) Id 
the maffer attendant’s office, which, fince that period, has been 
rented at four thoufand pounds a years In the end, he enjoved 
this office, without the-participation of Mr. Corbit; but, without 
making any remittances, 

(2) Ib. p.16.—I will here opler a note, which I have re- 
cecived from an intelligent friend, with regard to the m anagement 
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It was, in June 1793, that he firft conceived’ the 
idea of publifhing periodical effays : It was in Augutt 
1793, that he firft made known to the public his 
plan for the. Indian Obferver, which he refolved to 
publith, through the commodious channel of a weekly 
news-paper : And, the firft number. of this . paper; 
which he entitled {Ze Hircarrah, came out on the oth 
of September 1793. For theie eflays, he appears to 
have been ‘ elas ured with the fanction of the higher 
‘“* powers, and me anne with the indulgence of the 
«© [Indian] public.” What Jobnfon faid of the Con- 
noiffeur, and the World, that they wanted matter, may 
be properly applied to the Indian Obj/erver : But, ‘the 
Indtan Oifmian is fuperior to. both, in vigour, and 
elegance (¢). ihe power, and pride, of Funins were 

s figures. The Indian Odvfera ‘ey foo has his imagery. 

After 


of M‘Aulay-Boyd, as the conductor of the Courier : “ It is noto- 
«rious that the late Hugh Boyd was proprietor, editor, and fole 
conductor of the Madras Courier; that his paper was engaged in 


o 
wn 


‘* many important contefts, both for, and againft, the government 
« of Madras, and Bengal: If Hugh Boyd was the author of Yunius, 
his language may be eafily difcovered in the Madras Courier ; 
‘ where, at various times, he was placed in a fituation; which called 
«s for the utmoft exertion of all his abilities: For, fe always liked 


Z ; 2? 
&€ ¥n l/h 1k troubled Walers. 


“ 


€ 


y 


fe) The motto of the Indian Objerver’s firk namber is fram zhe 


i 


Rambler, on the dificult} of the firft addrefi, «« If fuch be the ac- 


a 
wn 


knowdedgement of a great mafter, who to extraordinary foree 
« of mind, aa the ample flores of le earning and knowledge, and 
« with a ftrength of ftyle peculiarly his own, prefented more fub- 
s: jeéts to the public eye than perhaps any other author ; what mut 
be the feelings of the common clafs of writers asi. i, if merely 
«« the firft addrefs involve fo much di ificulty, how formidable muft be 


na 
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$e the 
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After noticing how the Spectator “ looked vice into 
‘< fhame ; how “the Tatler told every thing to every 
“body, and ‘told it fo well, that the hearer was al- 
“lured to liftehj and delighted to laugh;”’ how 
“the Guardian’ watched th anxious attention 
*< againft mifchief;’” he fhowed how “ the WorLp 
s* difplayed its knowledge, and diffufed the precept 

© of its beft {cience, in a manner fo agreeably varied, 
«4s to prove, that the conductors of that literary pla- 
net, for its day of influence, were well qualified to 
‘© difcriminate the parallaxes of pleafure and propriety, 
’ in the {chool of fafhion; to catch and correct the 
“ fluctuating manners in that changeable {cene; to 
“ prove, by a happy mixture of the moft pleating with 
the mott ufeful do¢trine, that the true orbit of the 


«the undertaking, to repeat, at flated periods, certain guantums of 
* compofition; to bind fancy down to punctuality ; and to prefent 
«to the public attention, a periodical eflay ? How arduous ought 
“the attempt to appear, if they knew themielves, to thofe whofe 
“ literary ambition muft be confcions of much unttudious avocation 5 
«© who have omitted to fuppl y by obfervation, or even late enquiry, 
s¢ what perhaps was early ne glected 1 in ftudy, or denied in genius 3 
“ to thofe, in fine, whofe experience is fo limited, both of thes 

« felyes and the public, that they think they can write, and hope 
s¢ they will be read. It may be remarked, that thefe dificultics are 
« more felt by the yeteran than the young adventurer; that for- 
ss ward zeal will rufh, where caytion cal tremble to tread; and 
that the ENS judge boldly plunges into his fea of trou- 
«bless fearlefs, becaufe ignorant, of the dangers of the literary 
«deep. Although not wholly in the latter defcription, of abfolute 
¢* inexperience, the prefent writer is well aware of his diftance 
«« from the former. He regards, with a moft refpectful eye, the in- 
s¢ terval between his humble eflay, and the excellence of periodical 
« publication, which, for an Auguftan century, has been the orna» 
ss ment and inftruction of his country.” 

man 


et PEN DIX: [WiTsa REGARDS 
q > ° CONS, a! ; . > ® 
<< man of pie aiure 1s within the excentrreities of ex- 


*““ travagance ; and the {phére of honour has ever vir- 


“tue for its center.” » This im nagéry was favourably 
eceived, and afefally felt at Madras: Before the pub- 


he 


econd Ovferpe ‘+,a hundred fubferibers 
were addec ift of encouragers. The Ludian 
Odjerver wentithe length of fifty- three numbers); and 
was clofed, on the 16th of September 1794.' It \was, 
indeed, time to finith it: For, ih the fiftieth number 
of the 19th Auguft 1794, ee the cloven foot of 
M‘Aulay, Junius, and the Wuie;'\the blunder of 
the one; the inaccuracy of ‘the or her; and. the 
feditioufnels of all: ‘* An obferver of the great’ events 
“6 of the world,”’ fays the Indian Ob pferver, mutt; be 
“more ftruck srt the extraordinary contefiz which 
“aoitates not only the nations of Kurope, but ex- 
“tends its commotion to the other quarters ‘ofthe 
“ globe, than with any tea PIE efented in the annals 
“ of hiftory ; whether it be confidered, as. to its confe- 
“* quences, or In its-prin cip # St : the confequences; are 
« Tis] involved the happinefs of mankind’; the Jucréed 
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siciahedies of the 
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<< principles, by which it 1s attyated, are liberty, and the 
lian Obferver had, properly 
d, that “ thts paper {hovid not mis int political 
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SA a, 
“ queftions :”” Yet, oe argon nae his ufual { fee in- 
Hoa tA on the fcene, the rights of maa; his un- 
grammatical fubftitution of are for zs may be con- 
fidered as characteriftic of Ais: Funius; and his exht- 


> ey a Ch A) TY eed Tne anne sy ata a Be Brad Sk ee * 
bition of the French rev olution, witn its lacy ed prit- 


ntiments of che Indian Obferver were 


THEVAPPEN DIX. my 


1] 
ee. to “ The /peech of Gatcacus, to his 
army on the Grampian hills, from’ Murphy’s Tranflation 
of Tacitus. ‘That either M‘Aulay, or Murphy, fhould 
have confidered the declamation of Tacitus, as the 
{peech of Ga/gac, the Caledonian chief, is a proof how 
much the moft vigorous minds may be warped 
prejudice. Yes: The fpeech of Galgac had been 
printed by Raban, who had intt oduced printing at 
Aberdeen, a town, which lay in the rear of the Cale- 
donian army; and the f{peech, thus printed, in the 
Caledonian language, was difperfed among the Cale- 
donian tribes, in the true French mode, to inflame 
them with a love of French liberty, and to encourage 
them to defend the rights of man, which were vaftly 
well underftood, in ake age. Whether that celebrated 
oration were delivered, in the Briti/fz, or in the Erfe, 
language, we are not told: But, it muft, have been 
tranfmitted, in whatever language, by Agricola, and 
tranflated, no doubt, by Tacitus. The re-tranflation 
of Tacitus’s liberta ites into Pain’s rights of man, was 
deemed very free by Murphy ; and the recommenda- 
tion of cael politics, and French principles, in the 
moft engaging manner, to the fervants of the India 
company, as Britifh fentiments, in Britifh exprefion, was 
perfectly congenial to Junius. 

This extra ACEC RAIS! man finifhed his devious career, 
on the 19th of October 1794, at Madras, in the mott 


vt 
the 
rT 
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embarrafied circumftances weet aaa been aban- 
doned by fome of his friends (f). The character of 
M‘Aulay Boyd mutt be eget from a confideration 
of the great outlines of his //fe, and from the flrong 


(f) Life of Boyd, pa, 15. 


i EE 
a . 


a ne “ 


a s 


O aeelity aii ee 


i Es 


2 


©$ THE APPENDIX. [Wirth REGARD 


evidence of his undoubted publications, rather than 
from the frivolous declamation of biographical fond- 
nefs (¢). He left behind him a widow, a woman of 
accomplifhments, who delights in books; and two 

children, 


(zg) Iwill, however, fubjoin the following outline of the cha- 
racter of M‘Aulay-Boyd, which has been tranfmitted to me, by a 
very eminent Member of the Irish bar, who no longer refides at 
Dublin ; and who vee to have known this extraordinary pera 
fon, from his cradle to his grave; although my intelligent corre- 
{pondent feems to give a fomewhat different point to the fubje& 
from mine: «I knew Mr. Boyd from his early life; but the 
‘< difference in our ages rendered, for feveral years, our intimacy 
«not fo perfec, as it afterwards became.—I had quitted {chool, 
«‘ the univerfity, and the Temple, fucceflively, before him; {fo that, 
*« from my own knowledge, I cannot fay any thing of his ftudies, 


1 


“or attainments; but I have aly ways underflood, that he diltin- 


« guifhed himfelf over moft of his cote emporaries: He was a very 
« good Greek, and Latin, fcholar, and- was well acquainted with 
«‘ different branches of the mathematics. He did not, as I believe, 
“ ftudy our laws, with a a to the profeflion: He was, it is true, 
«called to the Jri bar, but did not continue to pradtife there: 
«« He was never at the Ez neil bar. He was fond of what is called 
<< polite literature, and excelled init. He was not much attached 
“to other itudies. E except ing a periodical paper, which he pub- 
«<lifhed at Madras, under the tide of The Indian Objerver, and 
* fome light poetical eflays, of whey TI have no copies, I was not 
““ acquainted with any of his produdtions, in profe, or verfe; and 
«« Tam much inclined to believe, he did not engage In any ferious 
<* work, in either: I was in the habits of intimate correfpondence 
“ with him, for many years, before his death, and I never had any 
*‘reafon to think he did. He had very pleafing manners ; and. 
“though he often took the lead in converfation, it was generally 
« with the confent of the company : He was fond of argument, bnt 
“never overbearing: He excelled in lively fallies, but {carce ever 
“ introduced ferious fubje&s, moral, or political: His talents, and 
“ attainments, did not feem to lead him to either. He firg came 
«© to Madras, as affiftant fec retary : Sir George Staunton was fecre- 
* tary to Lord Macartney. Soon after his arrival, there, he was fent 
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fe 
children, a boy, and a girl: The fon, who was born 
after his father’s Repack pine to the eaft, poffeffes his 
genius, with greater application; and, with his for- 
wardnels, has already produced a tragedy. 

I now proceed to prove, affirmatively, who did write 
Junius’s letters. Some readers may, perhaps, be already 
{atisfied, from the foregoing intimations, that my ori- 
ginal opinion was right. ‘There are perfons, however, 
who will not eafily be perfuaded to adopt a truth, 
which can only be eftablifhed by circum fantial proofs ; 
without confidering the judgements of thofe able men, 
who regard the evidence of circumftances, as the 
ftrongeft; becaufe human teftimony 1s fo extremely 
fallible. 

It 


“to Ceylon, on fome negociation, with the king of Candy; the 
« particulars of this have never been publifhed: His pepe it is 
« faid, were loft, when, on his attempting to return to Madras, he 
«was taken by a French frigate, and carried to Mauritius: He 
«: did, however, return to Madras, before Lord Macartney quitted 
«that government; and was by him appointed to a very lucrative 
«« employment, joint mafler attendant with a Mr. Corbitt: He after- 
« wards became fole mafter attendant, and enjoyed the office until 
«his death. His being at Calcutta was only to pay occafional 
«< vifits to his friend Sir John Macpherfon. On the particular fub- 
« ject, which, from our friend’s letter, I learn you mean to invetti- 
« gate, I can give no particular information: That Mr. Boyd was 
<‘ not the author of Junius, I will not prefume to affert, but from 
‘comparing the time thofe celebrated letters were written with 
«the time he came to England, it will appear very extraordi- 
‘* nary, that he could have obtained fo much, and fo various, know- 
« ledge of the political drama, there exhibited, and of the dramaiis 
“ perfone, as are there difplayed,”’ I am, moreover, informed, 
obligingly y, by the Rev. Dr. George Hall, of Trinity College, e 
Dublin, “« that Mr. M°Aulay-Boyd commenced ies of Arts, 
«*in this Univerfity, on the rgth of February 1765; and never 
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Opponent, when he had the misfortune to lofe his wife; 
who pnite.° on the 1ft of September.1769. As:he was 


foiled, he was, no doubt, mortified. And he fet out, 


oe of ria year, to make the tourof the N ee! 
Colonies, which had now become. objeéts of notice, 


e arrived at Char Jes-town, South 
Carolina, in January 1770; and, travelli ino norih- 
ward, he arrived, during the fummer of hat. year, in 
Maryland ; where he was received with that hofpitality, 
which fhe always paid to ftrangers, and with the atten- 
tions, that were due to the merit of fuch a vifiter. [¢ 
was at Mount-Clare, the villa of Charles Carrol, 
near Baltimore-town, where Sir William was kindly 
entertained, in company with the Governor, and other 
perfons of diftinétion : iN in this company, was held 
a converiation, which, as it, pointedly, bears upon the 
pretent fubject, merits minute attention(i). . From 


Maryland, 


and icenes of travel. 


(7) This converfation has been ftated to me, in a letter from an 
ingenious friend, who was prefent; and for whofe precifion, and 
probity, I will be anfwerable: His letter is as follows: 

«Dear Sir, 

« T remember Sir William Draper, when he vifited America, 
in the fummer 1770. He pafled through Baltimore: Dining in 
« company with him at a gentleman’s houfe, where many were 
“ prefent; the converfation after dinner turned upon the fubje@ of 
‘© Junius’s letters, to which I gave attention; as Sir William Draper 
“was prefent. On a gentleman’s atking Sir William Draper, 
*‘ whether Mr. Burke was not fufpedcted oF being the author, Sir 
«© William replied, that he did, at firft, fufpe& Mr. Burke, froti 
‘his attachmenr to that party, whofe principles were fupported by 
é< Magi Sir ante liam faid, before he left England, he acquitted 
«Mr. Burke; for, on so aking to him, Mr. Burke aflured him he 
* was not the authar.’ 
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of 


Maryland, Sir William paffed on to New York, where 
he married Mifs De Lancy, a lady of great connections 
there, and agreeable miegtn hs 6 iio died, in'4778 5 


leaving him a daughter. In 1779, he was appointed 
pei eine oh of hides atruft, which, how- 
ever difcharged, ended unhappily. He died, at Bath, 


on the 8th of nui 1787 (k) 


<< Sir William added, that early in the difpute he, and his friends, 
«< had taken great pains to afcertain the author, and that direct ap- 
“ plication was made, for that pury pofe, to the printer, whether by 
«© Sir William, ora friend I did not underitand ;—that Mr.Woodfall 
«the printer anfwered, his paper was an open one, and he was, 
« and had been, as ready to publifh Sir W itis Draper’s letters, 
«cas thofe of Junius s—th: at if he did know the author, who 
« wrote under the fignature of Junius, he would not give up his 
«name; and farther faid, that the te:ters came to him in a fuch 
« manner, that he did not enquire after, or know the writer, at that 
«time.—A gentleman obferving, that whoever was the sigh 
« was certainly well acquainted with political characters, and t 
<< ftaté of parties, at that period ; Sir William faid, he Sent 
« was; and a very formidable antagonut to encounter in a public 
« difcufion: ‘That he was a man who muft move in the higheft 
«< circles, as his information appeared to be drawn from fources, to 
«< which none but a man of high birth, and character, or one that 
« has filled an office of confequence in the government, could have 
«¢ had accefs to. 

cA abe man Rein that the public were obliged to Junius for 


1 - 1] 


« bringing forward oir William Draper’s letters, as rhe, Sir William, 
« had loft nothing’ by the contell 5 Sir William politely thanked 
«« him for the compliment, and added, that he wrote for the fake 


of truth, and to vindicate the character of a friend. Before the 


e 
n~ 


« converfation clofed, a gentleman faid, you, certainly, Sir William, 
‘sé in acquitting Mr. Burke, mutt have fufpected fome other perfon ;— 
« Sir William replied, he had fome fufpicion of Lord George 
bie Sackville.” 
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(k) An, Reg.—Gent. Mag. 1787. p. gl. 
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We have thus learned, from the converfation of Sir 
William Draper, on whom the fufpicions fell, with 
regard to the writing of Junius, during the fummer 
of 1770. He acquitted Edmund Burk ke 3 and he had, 
of Lord George Sackville, fome fufpicion, which we 
now know to have been unfounded. That the letters 
of Junius were written by a perfon, “ who moved in 
the higheft circles,” we, moreover, know to be very 
problematical, Boyd moved in circles, whence he de- 
rived his Sia information ; except what he ‘had, 
copioufly, gleaned from the printed pamphlets, which, 
at-that period, greatly abounded. Among a thoufand 
perfons, who: nt he knew, ‘and to-whom he wié 1 Known, 
Boyd was intimately connected w vith Lauchlan M‘Lean, 
who had been Under Secretary of State, ileal: 
tol Fon... Che trath: however, is, as I have already 
intimated, that there is no other official information 
in Funius, than could have been collected from the 
fted-book, and the Army Lift, by a perfon, who knew 
how to enlarge what was deficient , and to curtail what 
was faperfluous. Had, Sir Witamradee given his 
opinion of Fuuius, after his formidable antagonift had 
been foiled by Mr. Horne, and had debafed his pre- 
tenfions to greatnefs, by engaging, unfuccefsfully, in 
city politics, and mingling, factioufly, with the Sup- 
porters of the Bill of Rights, he would no. other- 
wife have .regarded Funius, than as the meteor, which 
had plunged its followers in a bog. 

That the writer of Funius was a frequent attendant 
in both Houfes of Parhament is fuff hciently apparent 
from internal evidence(/). But, Boyd is known to 


(1) The Preface to the gen. ed. xviii. > Junius often quotes par- 
liamentary fpeeches, as taken by Bimifels i, Ib. vol.it. p. 69. 
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have been a more affiduous attendant upon the debates 
in Parliament, than upon the caufes in Weftminfter- 
hall; to have oftener repeat ed parliamentary {peeches, 
yor! cates. 

The letters of fuwius were not written by an Eagli/h- 
man; becaufe an Enelifh ichelar would not have writ- 
ten elder, for edef, nor confounded Aave with Aah, 

nor have fabftituted co//egian, for the fellow of a college. 


Thefe obvious inaccuracies are mere Scoto-fricifms : 


= 


Bovd was, undoubtedly, an Infhman, of the 


Ultonian race, who, like fome of his coantrymen, 
hated the people, and. the country, whence they had . 
derived their recént origin (m}, at the re-fettlement of 
Lifte 
lt 
friend: has informed me, that im #769; he 


setteer, an eflay, figned Mopesrus, in order 


rae) i dermanind a wager, whether Funius were an Lrifoman : Tt was 
reed, that if funius fhould notice this efiay, on the 
> ‘-fhman, the wager fhould be won; if 
d pafs by Monzstrys, in filence, i wager fhould be 
lof; the gota agreeing, that his eying out would imply confci- 
owf{nefs of his Irifh birth; and that his fence would fhow his un- 
concern about the imputation. On the sgth of Otober 1769+ 
Philo-Funius, that 1s Fusus, formally anfwered Modefus, who had 
aid, that neither an Englifhman, nor a Scot{man, and none 


acutely fa 
but an Lrifhman ibati have made Sir William Draper repofe on @ 


- we hI r . & 3} c bv 
bed of torture. Philo- Junius exclaimed; “ But, why muft Junius 
« bean rifiman? Mopesr os cannot diftinguifh between a /arca/m 


«and a contradiction.” [Let 29. gen. ed. vol.i.. p. 20 1.) Madeftus 
had an obvious reply, tnat a farcafin, which involves a d/under, may 
be a al ean but not a true farcapms lees on the writer of 


‘hlundering farcafms. Ia the preface to the genume, corrected,. edi- 


tion of Junius’s Letters, p. xxvi.. we have the following pat fage :: 
« [ am far from meaning to impeach the articles of the union. If 
ott of thofe ‘articles were adhered to, we fhould not 
os. f, yeerages piven to Scotch ladies, or [nor]}.to the elder 


«« fons 


THE “APPENDIX. ) 

Itmuft be apparent to every difcerning e eye, AS 1 
was to the catual infied tion of Mr. Wilkes, that the 
pa of Funins were written by an inexperienced 
rand, with a jevenile‘quill: Now, M‘Aulay y-Boyd was 
not three-and-twenty, when Fuwuius firt appeared. But, 


18 it prebable, that t fuch papers could have been writ- 


ct he 


66 ia as of Scotch Peers, and the number of fixteen douisied and 
« trebled by a fcandalous evafion of the a& of union.” An Ex ng! ifh 
atik would not have ufed elder, for eldef?; becaufe the E Englifa 
Janguage does not admit of a comparative without a correlative: 
Elder, for eldef, is a Scoti cilm n, and a Scoto:Iricifm.” “A Scotifh 
man weal not have written fuch a paflaze: And, it was, therefore, 
written by an Irifhman. Ag: der in Junius’s preface tovhis edition 


a 


re EE 3 ‘hey oes gh by pete 
of 1771, before mentioned, p. xii, there is the tollowing paflage: 
ya sy alain UA hats jg nk path a 73: 
«© Unha appil} y for this country, the diffidence,.diftruft, and divifion, 
: PAs ee eae AP Ae 1m erantic fw Ss 
«« which thus arofe between the parties fo greatly interefled in, and 
1 i 


ot 


‘« defirous Sha promoting the fame common caufe, save no only pre- 
t 


*s vented their private HEE, but nai at the fame time, ecca- 
« fioned the caufe of the public to mifcarry.”? An Enelih writer 
would not fubftitute saurh, for Lave, whix J 1, in this pailage, is pecu- 
hiarly blundering; and which is another Scoficifm, or rather Scoto- 


Ou 


QoQ. 
Q 
val 
7) 
= 


4 
Tricifa. Junius fays to Mr. Horne, *« I will not to an{wer 
the little fneermg pears of a collegian 3”? An Eaclifh {ch 


would not have died: thus, the word Allies ian, Which, I am aflured 
Sic ? 
by my intelligent correfpondent at Dublin, is peculia a iY uni 


verhty, here: But, the word collegian is equal current in the 
univerfities of Scotland. In December 1769, about fix weeks af 


arter 

Almon had taxed Boyd with beings Funius, “ Lord Temple. afked 

« me,’? fays Ape mon, “if I knew the writer Of the letters, igned 
3 


ec Junius: I told his Lordfhip, that I did not; but that I had 
“my ee His Lordthip faid, he had his fufpicions alfo 
“but, that they did not go to Mr. Burke: Yet, he had no doubt 
“¢ of the writer being an f oman.’ [ Almon’s unpublithed Letter 
to Mr. L. D. Campbell, of the roth of December 1798. ] Now; 
if thofe ave and circumftances, be allowed to point, with a de- 

his 


monitrative finger, to the country of Funius, the queftion about 
name \ ould be greatly circumfcribed, 
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ten by fuch a youth? Yes: Tom Chatterton, a full 
more extraordinary youth, was, at the fame time, 
walking the {ftreets Gt London, in queft of bread, 
He aes on the 25th of Auguft 1770, when he had 
not. reached his twen usteel year. It was a favourite 
maxim of this px iearinary boy, “ that man 1s 
: equa 1 to any thing; and that every thing might be 
** atchieved by diligence, and abit naubakiil This ob- 
fervation would alone fhow how intuitively he had 
penetrated into human nature. He has been Jikened, 
by critical e1 et as an impoftor, to Mahomet; 
and compared, as a poet, to Milton. | It is, however, 
agreed by the greatett critics, that he was one of the 
rareft genius’s, which this ifland has ever produced. 
AS a a pies furpaffed M‘Aulay: For, 
Chatterton wrote, at the fame moment, both for, and 
g (n) M*‘Aulay could only 
write againft the government, In the inveftigation of 


e 
he nower sf man 1 ( then. improl bl k fi 7 
the powers of man, 1s it, then, 1 iprobable to lay, 


(nx) On the 26th of May 1770, Chatterton addreffed a Letter 
to Lord North, figned Moperator; which began: “ My Lord; 
it gives me a painful pleafure ;” and contained an excomium on the 
Adminiftration, for rejecting the City Remonftrance: On the fame 
day, Chatterton wrote a Letter tq the Lord Mayor, Beckford, 
figned Prosys; which contained a virulent inveftive againft 
the Government, for rejecting the Remonftrance; beginning, 
s‘ When the endeavours of a {pirited Pea ta Rnteg themfelves 
[-Gre ’s Life of Chatterton, 
AD, a fatir al poem, may be 


owing paflage : we 


“< from infupportable flavery,” & 

p. 88.] In Chatterton’s Consut 

feen, in his Mifcell. p. 92, whe’ fo ilo 
«< Inflated Discorp heard, and left her cell, 
«© With all the horrors of her native hell: 

of genius fled, 


us round her head.”’ 


1 
1 


«« She, on the foaring win; 
«¢ And waved the pen of Te 


I 
fa 
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that if fuch a boy, as Chatterton, could write what 
has been deemed equal to the firft productions of the 
ereateft writers, that. fuch a youth as M‘Aulay, who, 
undoubtedly, wrote what few can write, was unequal 
to the compofition of Fuaus ? Of Chatterton,,1t..was 
obferved by Bryant, that with all his powers, he could 
not write grammatically : But, did it require the erus 
dition of Bryant to difcover, that between natural 
genius, and artificial learning, wide is the difference? 
This obfervation is alone fufficient to illuftrate the 
{cholaftic character of Funius: He bad uncommon 
genius; but, he wanted grammatical knowledge (a/. 
Wil Kes Ghaxsie rdly faid,. that the writer sare expen 


(o) Bryant was led to make his philological remark be- 
fore mentioned, by feeing, in Chatterton, more better: I was in- 
duced to obferve, ‘in my Supplemental Apology, that Funius could 
zot write common Englifb, wiih grammatical propriety, by feeing, 
every where, in his pages, the groffeft blunders. I would engage 
to point out in the genuine and correéted edition of Funius, fome 
blunder, in almoft every page of him. ‘Take, as examples, th 
following: “¢ The form aad magnitude of a quarto impofes,”? 
fampofe, 1 v. p.142.] “Is candid to [an] extreme.’’? [1b. 152.] 
«« Apparent meaning avd intention as /t ftands,’’ [as they frand. 
Ib. 153.] “ Lord { Lords] ower, Weymouth, and Sandwich.” 
[Ib. 174.] ‘ Precedents enough,” {ib. 174.] “enxow, fays John- 
fon, is the plural of enough. *«< If he judges’s'If he admits,” 
fevery where.] ©“ A [an] ufeful ad.” fIb. 325.]. “ An appear- 
<- ance of morals aud religion are [is] wfeful.” [Ib..305.] s Ne- 
<¢ ther were’? (was. Ib. 306.]. “ When the force azd direftion of 
<< perfonal fatire zs [are] no longer felt.”’ [ Dedication, 11.] « They 
« are the truftees, not the owners of the eftate. The fée fimple is 
«in us. They cannot alienate, they cannot waite” [it.] [Tb. v.] 
We may fee zs, for are, in vol. 2.p.1, ‘There is dave, for das, 


[ib, 11.] 
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rience: 1 accidentally faid, that the author wanted 
age. 

It i fi moreover, from every page of Juntus, 
that he delighted to f/2 in troubled waters ; watching 
évery accident, and izing every opportunt ty ; inter- 

meddling with the court, and the city ; intriguing 
with Wilk es,. and with the Supporters of the Bull of 
Rights. . Now; M*Aulay was a fifher in troubled wa- 

fers; He was always “ buftling about fomething or 
* another (P) 7? “He fifhed in tr ant waters, when 
he took infinite pains to perfuade the world of the tnno- 


i 


cence of the padi He fifhed a roubled w aters, 
when he wrote his Antrim Letters: An d he fifhed in 
troubled waters at Madras. 

M‘Aulay was a ‘netéa writer 1n magazines, and 
cnown reporter of parlia- 


ers k 
nentary fpeeches. Junius fays. himfelf,  -I»cannot 


ie 


news-papers, and was a well-k 

*“recal ‘to my memory the numerous trifles I have 

written (q). Aid, he freque ntly refers, in his 
7j 


f 


1 


notes, to the fpeeches he had heard in parliament ; at 
the {fame time, repeating paffages of what he had car 


o) 
ried away (r). 


In his vigour, and aethvRM Junius may be com- 
pared to a race-horfe, which feems to outitip the 


wind; by his/energy, abd his ode without any fimu- 


i 


larity to the lig ake which pe rforms innumerable 
fervices, by his perfevering labour, and his everpawer- 


(p) His editor fays tite, p. 20.}] “he paffed through a chece 
' 4 a 5 x i ; 
é¢ quered, and buftlings life.” 
(q) en. Ea. vol. 2." p, 230. 
(r) Pref, xviii. vol. 2. p. 69, &c- 
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ing force’ ‘ T was not born,” fays Junius, * to bea 
* commentator, even upon niy own works (5 J.”’ f 
his ‘letters, he fays (7), “‘ to me they originally owe no- 
“ thing, but a healthy, fanguine conftitution.” Thefe 
are traits of char acter, ee are, dina ly, defcriptive 
of M*‘Aulay, who was, from nature a healthy fan- 
guine conftituti On 5 ate: had great aétivity of intelleé, 
and readinels of hand ; but had neither perferving Ja- 
bour, nor overpowering execution: He wrote eflays, 
and fpeeches ; but, he could not compofe, nor tran!- 
Jate, a book of any fize (vu) : And, he wanted appli- 
cation, for the practice of the law ; or indeed, for any 
ferious emplo 2 nt. 

In Ais Anecdotes of rhe Author, Junius fpeaks, con- 
temptuoutfly, of Sa i hiftory of England, which 
was written by “ @ Scotch philofapher, who was a perf er 
*« ftranger to the idiom of the Englith tongue (x).” 
M*Aulay, in his Aatrin Letters, (peaks, indignantly, 


(s) Pref, xii. 

(t) Dedica.i. 

(u) “ InFebruary 179. 4p ” fays his Editor, « Mr. Boyd adver- 
« tifed propofals for. publithing by fubfeription his Emba afly to 
« Candy [in 4782.] he tardinefs of the pnblic damped the ar- 
« dour, with which he had embraced the proje&t ; and he del ayed 
“taking yup his pen, yntil a fuilicient fum was fabfcribéd, to bear 
« the charges of the pre [Life of Boyd, p. 18.] But, in 
September, hesrefolved to, begin, adds his Editor, what ought. to 
have been fintthed a dozen years-before. - He trufted ta his reten- 
tive memory, for the interefting matter, which was to fill two 8vo. 
volumes. This, then, is incontrovertible proof, that M‘Aulay- 
Boyd was incapable of writing a bock, which required perfévering 
effort. 


(x) The Pref, Anecdotes of Junius te the Edit, 1771, Pp. XVii. 
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of “ the Scotch hiforian, who had violated the manes 
«of John Hampden, in his pretended Hiftory of 
« England, which fhould be really called an Apology 


«¢ for the houfe of Stuart.’’. In the Autrim Freeholder, 


there are a thoufand coincidences, which prove, that . 
the writer of it was alfo the writer of Junius’s let- 
ters (y). Such are the refemblances, which form an 
indiffoluble bond of connection between Junius and 
MisdaligiaBoye 

I will now proceed to tye the knot tighter. Boyd 
was in the habit of frequenting the fhop of Almon, 
rho detected him, as the writer of Junius, as early.as 


W 
the autumn of 1769. At a meeting of the book- 
fellers, and printers, H. S: Woodfall. read a letter of 


Junius, which he had juft received, becanfe it contain~ 
eda pafiage, that related to the bufinets of the meeting, 

Almon had thereby an opportunity of feeing the 
hand-writing of the manu(cript, without difclofing his 
thoughts of the difcovery. The next time that Boyd 
called on him in Piccadilly, Almon faid to him, * I 
s have feen a part of one of Juntus’ s Letters, in manu- 
« {cript, which 1 believe is your hand- writing.” ‘Boyd 
infantly changed coloyr ; and after a fhort pauike he 
faid, “ the fimilitude of hand-writing is not a conclu- 
“five fact (z),” [proof.] Now; Almon does not 


‘deliver tbefe intimations, as mere opinions; but, he 


fpeaks, like a witnefs, to facts, which he knows to be 


true. It isa fa@, then, that Almon taxed Boyd with 
being the writer of Junius’s Letters ; that Boyd there- 


(7) See before, p. 66, 
.) Mr. Almon’s Letter to Mr. L. D. Campbell, dated the 


December 1798, which remains in MS, unpublithed. 


To Junius.) THE APPEN DEX or 
upon changed colour; and that he only turned off the 
imputation, | by the obvious remark, that comparifon 
of hand-writing is not decifive evidence, to prove the 
writer. Add to this teftimony, that Boyd was, by na- 
ture, confident, and, by habit, a man of the town, a fort 
of character, who is not apt to blufh. From the 
epoch of this deteétion, it was the practice of Almon, 
when he was afked, who was the writer of Funius, to 
fay, “‘ that he tuipected Junius was a broken gentle- 
“* man, wit hout a guinea in-his pocket.” 

Again: When Almon came to be. profecuted for 
the republication of Junius’s Letter to the King, dur- 
ing 1e remarkec i what confirmed, {trong- 
ly, his previous fufpicions + ‘ During the whole time, 
‘“‘ that this profecution was going on,” fays Almon, 
** Mr. Boyd. never once called upon me; which 1 
‘* could not help obferving ; becaule before that time, 
‘he commonly called twice or thrice a week; and I 
** thought it not lefs remarkable, that after the profe- 


** cution was totally at an end, he refumed his former 

* cuftom (a). Hare then, 1s proof of another fact, 

which goes far towards afcertaining Boyd to be Funius; 
D J 


For, the former bluthes of oa were an. involuntary 
confeffion of his guilt: And, the above conduct was 


a virtual ack hom eC BEIED of his own apprehenfions, 


recollecting the paft detection, and fearing the pre- 
fent ] inquiries. 


y > | 2 pak oe ee TPA Ate <P Fost } 
To the foregoing proots, which 


(a) Id.—The dates of Junius’s Letters demonftrate, that. the 
writer of them fkulk te Rts the profecutions againft the pub- 
Iifhers of them: Now, this so Ae ite confirms the threwd re- 


mark of Almon. 
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Of a point, which is, fufficiently, clear, fome addi- 
tional evidence may be obtained, by inquiring, when 
this myitery was firft revealed. In the General Adver- 
tifer of the 1gth of April, 1786 5 there appeared a para- 
eraph to the following effe&: “ When Lord Ma- 
*“‘ cartney went to 1 igi it is. well known, that 
* Junius went with him: He is a native of Ireland, 
‘and received his education, in the college of Dub- 
‘jin.’ The name of Boyd, indeed, was not men- 
tioned, in the foregoing paragraph : But, he was de- 
feribed by his qualities; as Juss had, before de- 
{cribed Burke, in his prefatory anecdotes. Mrs, Boyd, 
who then refided at Hampftead, fent a gentleman, on 
the fame morning, that the paragraph appeared, to 
the printer, with a requeft, “that no more paragraphs, 
* alluding to Mr. Boyd, might appear, in thd paper, 
“ becaufe fhe feared, that fuch information might 
“ effentially injure Mr. Boyd’s intereft in India (d).” 
As neither Mrs. Boyd, nor Mr. Almon, fent thet pa- 
racraph to the Gexeral tduuenibfers ur April, #7 if 

follows, from the fact, that fomeother perfon ier ‘ongly 
fufpected Boyd to be the writer of Junius, as well as 
Mr. Almon, and: Mrs. Boyd. I do not know, that 
this fubje& was again brought before the public, 
alfo ftated to me two very important facts: « There is no.cvidence, 
“in the family [in freland »] that Boyd was Junius; and yet, it is 
« remarkable, that there bas been long an babitual notion, among x thet, 
«“ to that effec: When fpeaking of Junius, on his la ft vifit to Ire 
« Jand, he has been known to fay, with confidence, that the author 


« qvould never be difcovered..” 


Pa q 7 1 ee Chita 3 4 fhed 
(d) Thefe anecdotes we alfo owe to Mr. Almon’s unpublifhea 
Fetter before mentioned, 
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till the publication of Almon’s Anecdotes, in 1797; 
when Boyd was again defcribed,. but not mentioned, 
as the writer of Junius(e). In 1798, Mr. L. D. 
Campbell, the Editor of the Indian Ob/erver, exprefs- 
ly, mentioned Boyd, as the writer of Fumius ; adding, 
“‘ that before Mr. Boyd went to India, he was fuf- 
** pected by fome of the bookfellers, as well as his 
“* neareft connections, to be [the! author of thofe let- 
“ ters (7). The Editor has colleéted other circuny= 
ftances, for the purpofe of proving his point ; which, 
to mention here, would not at all ftrengthen my chain 
of evidence. -In 1799, L affirmed the fame pofition ; 
jaying, in my Supplemental Apology, that I had feen do- 
cuments, which had convinced me, that M‘ Aulay-Boyd 
was the writer of Funius’s Letters. I have, fince, re- 
viewed my documents, confid ered his. character, and 
compared his feveral writings with each other: And, 
from this re-examination, I am no iia ced to fay, 
that L regard it, as a moral ehsidl that M‘Aulay- 
Boyd di d write the letters of Yunius. 

Of all the characters, however, who Knew Boyd, per- 
fonally, I have only met with one gentleman, who 1s of 
opinion, that he was able to write Junius’s Letters, 
and that he was actually the writer of them. But, 
did the acquaintances of Boyd knowhim? Had they 
ftudied his chara¢ter? Did tl they difcover, that he was 
a very able, anda very artful man, even at the age of 
twenty-one ? Did they ftudy what he did write; in 
order to enable them to judge what he cou/d write ? 


(e) Anecdotes, vol. 1. p. L1—17. 
(f) Preface, xvii. 
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From thefe queftions, we are seein led into an 
inveftigation of the human chara&er. It was only 
from the writings of Pope, who did not figure in con- 
verfation, that Lord Oxford knew, what finifhed pro- 
ductions his i be ent gueft could dictate. From the 
converlation of Preaieita wLE er, the univerfity of Oxford 
never difcovered his tmpofture. From the converfa- 
tion of Lauder, did Johnfon confider, that he was 
throwing away his patronage om an impoftor? Did 
Horace Walpole difcover, from the correfpondence of 
Chatterton, what fuch a boy could forge, or write? 
Did Edmund Burke imagine, when he received M‘Au- 
lay-Boyd into his family, that he had admitted to his 
intimacy a writer, who would palm upon him his 
own productions? Did the friends of Mathias learn 
from his converfation, that he had the malignity to 
conceive, or the pen to {cribble, the PurJuits of Litera- 
ture? No: By his friends I have been told a thoufand 
times, that his {pirit was too mild, and his talents were 
too feeble, for the execution of a lampoon, fo malevo- 
lent, and extenfive: Yet, is it a moral certainty, that 
Mathias wrote, and publithed, the Pur/uits of Litera- 
ture. ‘Vhe anfwers to thofe queftions, then, appear 
to inculcate, that it is not acquaintance, nor intimacy, 
with him, that can difcover the true chara&ter of any 
man, whois by nature fubtile, and by practice fly. 

It isnot, therefore, for thofe, who knew M<§ Aulay- 
Boyd upon the town, before his character was afcer- 
tained, or his talents were tried, to fay, negatively, 
againft fo many affirmative proofs, that me was nei- 
ther the writer of Junius’s Letters, nor cap: f 
writing them. 
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‘< ing letters to individuals of diftinguithed characters, 
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For, by not ftudying to be concealed, as Boyd, he effectually con- 
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mufe whom Mr. Additon fele&ted for lis fignature 
to the Speétator; the mufe of hiftory. Clio unites 
all the in Carb ee of her fitter mufes of the drama, with 
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zot warranted t9 do, and that 
felon, under the circum- 
flances, of being taken in the 
fad, with the fiolen goods upon 
him, and making no defence, is 
not bailable by the laws of 
Your learned ad- 
vocates have. interpreted this 
charge into a denial that the 
Court of King’s- Bench, or the 
Judges of that Court during 
the vacation, have any greater 
authority to bail for criminal 
offences, than ajuftice of peace. 
W ith the inftance before me, 
I am ifuppofed to queftion your 


power of doing wrong, and 
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long fafpended. Tf I add, that 


‘the fcale is now rapidly de- 


{cending againit you, and that 
the wonder of your talents 
avails only to give weight and 


acceleration to the cenfure of 


your conduét, your Lordfhip 


will confefs the juftice of your 
country, when you recollect 


‘ yourfelf, and look round on 


the men whofe caufe you con- 
defcend to plead. 
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or its public effect in this 
inftance, and even for your 
p’s gratitude. 

« Before our correfpondence 


a 


] 


Kaa MRS DS 


{ 
aE 


f14 THE APPENDIX, 


« minal Jaw of. England, I have 
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to fhelter yourfelf under 
“the quirk and evafion of a 
“ practifing lawyer, or under the 
“mere, infulting affertion of 
power without right, the repu- 
“tation you pretend to, is gone 
“ for ever ;—-you ftand degraded 
* from the elpe ct and authority 
“of your office, a8 are no 
“longer, de jure, Lord Chics 
*« Juftice of E ity This let- 
ter, my Lord, is addreffed, not 
« fo much to pow, as to the pub- 
«lic, Learned as you are, and 


<f quick in -apprehenfion, few 


“arguments are necellary to 
“fatisfy you, that you have 
« done that, which by law you 
“were not warranted to do. 


«¢ Your confcience already tells 
«you, that you have finned 
“againft knowledge, and that 
« whatever defence you make, 
** contradi€’s your own mternal 
« conviction. But other men are 
« willing enough to takethe law 
* upon truft. ‘They rely upon 
«‘ your authority, becaufe they 

e too indolent to fearch fer 
«‘ information; Or, eonceiving 
«that there is fome myZery in 
«the laws of their country, 
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<¢ This letter 1s written, and 
“unlefs rendered unneceffarys, 
« more {hall be addrefled to your 
«* Lordfhip, not as a public mam 
« who influences pybhe afkairs, 
« butas the Dictator of the State 
«“ who decides them; I do not 
«fay immediately in council, 
« but certainly m effet, Your 
<¢ Lordthip she underftands 
« me, and fo will the people be» 
fore our correfpondence clofes. 
« In the mean time | ftate my~ 
‘felf to your Lordfhip and my 
“ country, not alone juflified but 
impelled to reprefent you to 
‘yourfelf, and explain you to 
«« the public, in all your prefent 
« power and all its fatal con- 
‘fequence; impelled, by what 
your own nervous eloquence 
too confcioufly deferibes « the 
« «<< abundant danger and exi- 
sc «ee ence of the times?” 

«1 do not argue unfairly 
«with your Lordihip, when 
‘*aflume the fae. of our mif- 
“ government for the laft ter 
“years. £kxow the contempt 
“‘ with which the fuperiority of 
‘* your mind. has looked down 
“to the wretchednefs .of the 
* adminiftration, 

‘ ¥, admire the emphatic zeak 
“for your own dignity, with 
‘ whee VOU Saute ever dif- 
« claimed eN fellowfhip, ever: 
perfonal acquaintance, with 


tne: 


ce 


J 


“« lified to explain, they diftrutt 
*¢ their yadgement, and volun- 
“‘tarily renouuce the right of 
“¢ thinking for themfelves. With 
“all the evidence of hiftory 
e< eae them, from Tref/iiax to 
J eperies, from J eferies toMans- 
ae they will not believe it 
“‘poflible that a learned judge 
*« can a@ in direét contradiction 
<< to thofe laws, wkich he is fup- 
*« pofed to have made the ftudy 
“ of his life, and which he has 
“ {worn to adminifter faithfully. 
* Superftition is certainly not 
the charaéteriftié: of this age, 
Yet fome men are bigoted 
‘in politics, who-are infidels in 
religion.«I do not aes of 
“ making them afhamed of thei 
*< credulity.” 


vo Junius.] THE AP 
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oP 


£e 


€¢é 


e Prime Minifter. And it 
was in thefe fentiments that [ 
hoped, and the public expected, 
my Lord, you would have dif 


‘ dained all continuance of pub- 


lie conneétion with him. A 
man of f{pirit, it was concluded 
that you would not devote 
yourfelf for ever to pufillani- 
mity and difhonour ; a man of 
activity and vi gour, it was 
deemed impoffible that you 
fhould be rivetted to indolence 
and lethargy, and that the 
only exertion of your great 
talents fhould be in defence of 
ignorance, and infenfibility, 


‘which they had attempted in 


vain to inform, and animate. 
Such, my Lord, was the per- 
{uafion of a people who were 
willing to confide at leaft in 


‘ your magnamimity: And even 


yet it is hoped, that you will 
not thwart your nature, be- 
caufe “it happens to concur 


* with your duty.” 


He muft be a fkilful manufacturer, who can diftin- 
euifh the broad cloth of Funinvs, from the woollen 


homefpun of The Whig. 


But, our critical fhopman, 


who, no doubt, is an excellent recs of various fa- 


bricks, 1s alfo, as Swrrr would fay, 


3S ry 


1 ty y | - 
tie parties thou 


lar) 
ae 


“¢ bel-efprit, and 


yer. But of this enoug ot eee ae 


,in controverfial writings, 


fo often feewnire their judgements 
to 


116 THE APPENDIX. [WiTrH REGARD 


to their prejudices; that they fhould praife without 
bounds, and condemn without difcrimination. The 


difputants, by praifing Funius, as an incomparable 
writer, thereby called 1 upon others to point out his 
1 S. On the other hand, 


faults, and to appreciate his merit 


their favourite, when they heard M‘Aulay-Boyd nam- 
s that iacomparable writer, tried, by every arti- 


ed, as tha 

- Aen een a BoA We. aie 111 las 319 : aan i - 

fice, to detract from his genuine qualities. When it 
4 rahe a Pe? ee Dae: aes 

was faid, that he was a poet, in addition to his other 


ben oh Gors exclaimed, 
t 


yments, as a writer, his detré 
What a Poet! Ido not fuppofe, tha 
refumed to, think, at the time, of Spenfer, 
Shakfpeare, or Milton, of mii Pope, or of Gray. 
hey only meant to fay, that he wrote preliy poctry. 


] O 
1 will fubmit to the dif cade etl three copies 


f- a eee | WHA alas Bown a rare a By ee * ‘% 
by Hugh Nak Ha ag and were, kindly, trani- 


at y peace! | 
5 
mitted to me, by my very commun cative friend, at 
Dublu . 
oy : (t- : ae es ear C = < vols 
I. ST AN LASS on Leciip Wai ERNE “| (si ave uUn- 


” wert , HS my *OT > =) wat / =e QC aie! + sh ae 
honoured, in the cemetery oi St. Georges, 


Hanover-{quare:” (y). 


< And, is no friendly mourner near! 
The laft fad office to affume ; 


bee gy hs a We } 
O’er his cold grave to. drop a i ear 
o) p ? 
™~, . | 1 1 7 
bac wee C Rear toet Teer hit li 1 te vf 
Or, “* pluck the nettle from his tomb. 
7 eee 
£ Orgive 
ye Peete os ee i Tee haha, Clean BA A einen ] L 
Cy) The rev. sawrence Sterne, A ivi, Gie€G On the 13tn Os 
7" 1 ricy ro x c | ; A st 
Viarcen 1709 j,ocot's ‘ty ’ I sme) BAD Ae Je | and was-D ed rour 
he 4 wv st 


days 
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Forgive me, STERNE, If from thy line, 


The fympathetick hint 1 drew ; 
The feeling heart muft copy thine; 
The tender mourner think like you.” 


Il. An Impromprv, upon lofing a game at chefs, to 
Serjeant Adair, who allowed, that it was occa- 
fioned by two ladies looking oyer,the. chefs- 
board :— 

I, 
«© Tis true, I’ve loft a game at chefs ; 
But, as things ftood, no fhame, or wonder ; 
Reminded now, you muff confefs, 
I gain’d a-lofs,—without a blunder: 


2. 
For, while your thoughts. were fix’d on board, 
Mime were with flefh and. blood delighted ; 
» . Which, while on fenfelefs queens you por’d, 
Better} by far, my thoughts requited. 


a 
#)* 
And, while bafe bifhops, wooden kings, 
ae eta foul mov’d, to make attacks on; 


My happier fancy f{pread its wings, 
And foar’d up to eat and Jackfon. 


days after, in the new burying-ground, belonging to St. George’s, 
Hanover- “oe re; asthe parifh regifter fhows. its death, which 
had been long expected, was not much noticed, by our poets. He 
was, at firft, difpraifed: He was, thereupon, defended by fome 
verfes {Gent. Mag 1283s p-191.] Garrick gave him, as an old 
friend, fome metrical praife. [Biog. Diét.]. At the end of eigh- 


teen years, a poetic epitaph was infcribed on: his tomb-! Howe: 
[ Gent. Mag. 1786, p. 932.]| But, the verfes of M‘Aulay-Boyd 


are far fuperior to thofe effulions,.i in pathos, elegance, and point, 


I 


9 
J 
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ah And fo, you fent them up the ft ftair, 

it a Where, well you knew, my thoughts would follow, 
Et As fure, as crepHoUe after hare; 

Le Or, after Daphne, {wift Apollo. 


Wi 2) 
a ‘ 
it ‘Nor rhake, vain Carle, thy empty boaft, 
Nor vaunt a nge fuch as this ts 5 


Wield you your a idft wooden hoft 
il And leave to mine ie py histor 


Ill. An Eritocuz to the tragedy of Douglas, when 

4 it was acted by the children of his fitter, Mrs. 
Godley Spoken by Mifs A. Godley, wha 

performed the part of Lady Randolph. When 

Mifs R. Godley, in the character of Anna, 

had finifhed the account of Lady Randolph’s 

death; her ladyfhip, running on the ftage, 


C 1 eee \ 
IMOVve Ae tTHllinuy > | 
4 DOKC, as {OiOWS ; : (z) 


Sli ut a avis plunge rth’ “ cmpty ain 3 
Lord, how it rhakes a modetn widow itare ! 
antial, not lefs fatal flights, 


7 


rofe odious rocky heights ; 
‘ qe 


m™ bi 
ait more fubi 


in 


(z) The allufion, through the firft part of this epilogue, refers 
altogether to the death of Lady Randolph, in the laft fcene of 


A 5 
Douglas; to the rocky precipice, from which fhe plunged headlong 
into the empty air: The fecond part contains a happy compli- 
il ment to the maternal virtues of Mrs. Godley; the more happy, 


as it was amply due to her many accomplifhments. 


ro Juxres.] THE APPENDIX. tI 
In pleafure’s lower region we take ha ok 

Not a dead lords a living flave’s the ‘thing. 

And though we give ourfelves fome “ ieee: si 
They're not from “ rocks’’~-but boxes above ftairs, 
Such is the ern drama of the time, 

A whimty, mea pantomime: 

Where clowns and eas ti act the foremoft parts, 
And where love’s plot, alas! is-#sands,—not hearts : 
But hold! fententious fatire ill befeems 

A Mifs, though at your fervice, not in teens: 

Far more delighted, fhe with rapture tells, 

With grateful rapture, what around her dwells. 

The happy fcenes, “re re“‘love makes duty light ;’ 
‘Where -fhines, confeft, Matilda of to-night, 
Maternal, fhines, whilft in their {phere of love, 

Her little fatellites around her move. 

Bleft with her bright example, we afpire, 

» ‘To catch the fark ks of virtue’s facred fire ; 

The thought, that elevates, the hope, that glows, 
With lively fy mpathy, the heart, that knows, 

No other pain, than ether’s pains create, 

No purer joy, than friends participate.” 


It has been ftated, as a fact, that Boyd told his wife, 
“« He was pofitive the Heroic Epijtle to Sir Witham 
§* Chambers was written by Funrus; for the purpofe 
“ of trying the effect‘of political fatire in verfe.” (a) 
I have oe fed the four poems, which are. fuppofed 
to have been written by Malcolm M‘Gregor, with 
a view to this pofition: But, I am not prepared to 
fay, that M‘Gregor, and M*‘Aulay, were, and are, 
one 

(a) The preface to The Indian Objferver, XX1x. 


1 4 


\O 
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one and the fame fatinft.(>) li 
were written by the fame perfon; if the prefatory 
date to The Dean and Squire, namely, the 1ft.of May 
Se be the true one; this date would fhow, that 

M<‘Aulay-Boyd could not be the author ; -becaute,he 
was then in India; an enyoy at Men 5 or a prifoner 
at Mauritius. Te Heroic Epiftle, however, was pub- 
lifhed in May 1773: Junius ceafed to write, in Janu- 
ary 1772. lam Bie to trace the connection, with- 


qe 


out fome other facts, to direct the eye, and to afift the 


the four fatires 


underftanding. 


On the vivinale: this famous epiftle has been 
affigned to Maloy , the friend of Gray. It 1s affumed, 
firft, that he wrote this epiftle, although it is fo unltke 


i” 


his other poems ; aan is affumed, fecondly, that: he was 
he author of JunIUS’S letters ; which letters, from his 


diy AU 


refidence, in ¥ ork(hire, he could not eafily have writ- 
i 


7°? 


ten, and which, from his character of the king’ s chap- 


ails eaiivis 


lain, he was not very likely to have written. a But, 
1 will 


(5) The hunters, when beating the covers, for a fox, fome- 
times ftart a palfeai In looking for M‘Aulay, ‘through T he 
Foundling H oes Boe eee I found Mathias. I faw, from what 
fource this. Pu un fie er of Literature had, literally, copied his malignant 
note. about the late Dean ‘ ‘Tucker. Bye Vv ol. ih. P- 37°] ile 


: Lieclevea alfo, the: origin of his Chinef 
iftle, {.1b. p. 18s] Mathias, too, would fain try the effect.of 
political, and perfonat / {atire, in verte. oe 
(c) He died “at Afhton, on the 5th of April’ 1797. There 1s 
fome account of him» in the Gent. Mag. 1797; p. 359. By a 
fearch in the Lord Chamberlain’s office, it has been found, that 
the rev. William Mafon, was rie chaplain in ordinary to his 
Majefty, on the goth of Auguft 1757 that he continued one of the 
king’s 
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J will not, like the inquifitive poet, 


my thoughts deceive 
<¢ With hope of rhings impofible to find,’ 


Sucu are the documents, which have convinced me, 
that’ Hugh M‘Aulay-Boyd was the author of Juni- 
us’s letters.” I fubmit my argument to the public 
without the leaft emotion either. of hope, or. fear. 
Should’ my opinion prev 
pect the favour of any party, nor the’a 
man: Should it be oppofed, I dread nothing, 


1 r aq 77 Val 
rail, I have no reafon to ex- 


ff 
it 


C Bs 
econ of any 
fof 
il 


from 


cx Trae aty = t™m < LK x a 70 if 
any writer, whatever may be ‘the an{wers, which, 
+arm = . YQ y (, T } QTL >, a 

learn, are-in’ contemplation; becaute I] have been 


1 
in the habit of writing, what neither has been an{wer- 


King’s cl 1 of the year 1772:’So that he was 
one of hi plains, in ordinary, during the whole pe- 
riod, wh ourithed. There is in the E uropean Mag, 
1783, 'p lafon, with an account of his life, and 


writings. 
I. do not think it at all more probable, that the rev. Philip 


1 . a 

Rofenhacen, who died in-Ncevember 1790, was the writer of Tu- 

e = t { Ar ne Q 5 rot 

nius. He was, jays the Gent. Mag. 1796, p. 1059, and 1797, 
~ . j 5 Ww. oo ° 

Ds 240; 8F 10! merly of St. John’s College, Cambridge, where hi 


“¢ prizes given by the repre itatives of the univerfity, in 1762, and 


oO 


a 


<¢ took the degree of A. M. in 1763... Areport, was at one time, 


<* induffrioufly, circulated, but without any foundation, except to 


‘«¢ flatter his vanity, ste he was the author of the letters, fi 


« Funius.”? He was the curate of a parifh, in Effex, to which he 
ufed to go down, on a Saturday night, with jour ores... Roten- 


hagen is faid to. have been a nephew of Lady Cheferfield: Lord 


Ch Stee in one 2 of his letters to his fon, tells him, that he had 
ofenhagen ; but, that he had de. 


“e 


been afked ** to gain over par/on Ro 
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ed, nor could be anfwered. Experience muft deter- 
mine, whether #415 argument can be anfwered: By abufe, 
indeed, it may; the abil of defigned mulconception, 


and purpofed mifreprefentation; of perfonal animofity, 
or literary malevolence: I have, indeed, fo little folici- 
tude about the fate of my opinion, with regard to the 
author of 1us’s epittles s, that I would not ftep 
acro{fs my beaey, to gain a dozen profelytes. I am 


bus = 


prompted, by this indifference, to avow, that neither 
will abufe provoke me to explain, nor. any anfwer in- 


cuce me to relume a —— which appears to crea 
ipathies in fome, and te kindle fuch FERES 
wanes any adequate caufe. My 
eave with the intelligent, the ingenuons, 


af 
=) 
pee) 
on 
i) 
~ 
red 
— 
oat 
~ 
or 
| 
D 
= 
Lee) 
s 


« If this wall not fuffice, it maft appear, 
‘ That malice bears down truth.’ 


I was led to this fubject, as I have already intima- 
ted, by mere accident. I formed my opinion upon 
fuch proofs, as feemed to me to be fatisfactory. I 
been called upon to deliver to the pyblic my 

which I have now done, as briefly, as the 


nature of a multifarious iny eftigation allowed. Jn dif: 


GOCUMENTS, V 


y 


g this duty, I may profume to fay, that lam 
actuated by as pure a love of truth, as any ef thofe, 

have been fo forward, te boaft of their own pu- 
rity of- motive, and to impute improper motives ta 
others. I can have no poffible intereft in the quef- 
tion, whether Tom Nokes, or John Styles, wrote the 
feditious letters of Junius, thirty years ago. With 
Mr, Almon, I never had any acquaintance, nor have 
now 
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2 


now any connection: His politics, and mine, were al- 


politics, 
ways fo diffimilar, that we neve tall ad any attractions 
for each other: Neither can. J, ot h the franknefs of 
Mr. H. S. Woodfall, compliment him on his Po/itical 


] book. which | ot a SPEAR ets eee 
Anecdotes; a book, which do not approve, eitner in 


its matte 1 HOF its manner. Whatever may be the 
principles of the editor of Boyd’s works, I have 
as little connection, with him: I difapprove of the 

republication of the political productions of M‘Aulay- 
Boyd; becaufe, I confider them as libellous, in the 


extreme, Whether this declaration will be regarded, 
ipuffers, as within any of the definitions of 


y tf ) g 
2 : U ce 
the puff; I cannot divine. Certain it 1s, however, that 
the public has an intereft mn the expofing of my/fery. 
rey 
The 


relatives of thofe bgceanden perfons, who were 
a writers of Fw#uius’s letters, have | 
to demand, that his feditious pen may be placed in 
the psouer hand. The illuftrious connections of thofe, 
who were maligned by Junius, have a fimilar claim. 
But, neither the law, nor the manners or bagiand ever 
permit the grave to be fearched, for objects of punifh- 
ment, whatever th their guilt. In this country, 
the relations of a zius have nothing to dread: For one, 
that would hurt, there are thoufands, who would help 
the widow, and o ae ae undoubted author. Even 
{, much as I deteft the principles, and detpife the prac 
tices, of Fowus would protec luis relict, if fhe wanted 
protection, and would aftitt his children, if their pro- 
motion were within my power. And, with thefe fen- 
timents, will I clofe my argument, about the writer of 
Junius. 


[WITH REGARD 


T have. endeavoured well, I truft:- And] 
nelude, with the manly with of Granville: 


rant truths ftill let my writings hold, 
myfteries with art unfold.” 


vo Junivs.] 
« 


THE POSTSCRIPT. 


- oie 
Beg tae De 


Since the foregoing fheets were printed, ieveral do- 
cuments have besa lifcovered, and facts afcertained, 
which I beg leave to fubmit to the inquifitive reader, 
in the eemenicns form of uppletory notes :— 


In p.22, it is faid, “ Edmund Burke: relinquifhed 
“ the penfion, which 3 owed to his connection with 
« W. G. Hamilton.” When Burke rofe to fuch an 


height, as enabled him to influence, he applied to the 
Irith government, for penfions to his :poor relations ; 
ftatine, among other motives, his own merit, in 
““ having. refigned his penfion, on the Infh eftablith- 


| ' Ov e Ce Af t fo nv pro ofs saphich rarrsy an 
at p. “/93 rcer vi h ly } Yoo Y9 Wiriici Cart y COon- 


bet Aen E " ye 
<< viction wit them it 1s unnecellary 
9 y 


li } RCE: bee tenes 3s ius faid a i Amara bic 

{ will here fubjoin what junius iaia, With regara tO 
A 7 
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rect, feveral letters, under the fignature o: VERAX, 
has told the Public: “ I remember frequently con- 
“ verfing with Mr. Boyd about the fuppofed author 
<< of JTunius’s letters; and I told him, that from the 


— 


- ~ 


it eee 
: — 
see a LE Se ee Re DN 


JaaeS 


oi 


ITH REGARD 


** pen, I could not help thinking, but that Mr. Burke 
“was the author of thefe lettérs. I remember very 
“well his reply; “* My good fellow, he might bey 
ae = the writing, ’tis true, but Mr. Butke was in 

‘ Ireland, when one of the papers was publifhed.’”’ 
- hata did not appear to me a fufficient reafon againtt 
“it. Mr. Burke’s temper exactly corre efponded with 
* the title of Junius.—To have written ri 11us’s let- 
** ters, there muit have been a motive and a caufe for 
*¢ paffion, which Mr. Boyd never felt, or never could 
** have felt, even if he had had the fame provocation 
66 ; 4 


to it that Mr. Burke had. In thort, fo much am f 
eee from the temper and conftitution ‘of 
“© Mr. Burke, that Be was the author of Junius’s let- 
“ ters, that 1 could almoft perfuade myfelf to believe, 
** that if he did not writ teth 1em, nobodydid (d).” From 
the foregoing documents, it muft be apparent to every 
body, except to Verax, that the purpofe of Boyd, 
in acquitting Burke, was merely to give the writer 
of VERAX a put-off. We have already feen, that Ju- 
Nius attributed his own letters to Buick and that he 
ly retracted his wn imputation, when it fuited 
his Wyatal defigns/e). At any rate, the opinion of fo 
well-informed a man, as Boyd undoubtedly was, ought 
to have great weight with Verax; fince no other 


x3 
perfon, who has oui my argument, with attention 
can have any doubt, about the real author o of Junius’s 
Letters. 

n p. 60: “ His mother’s father is faid to have died, 
in 1765: Bat, we are affured, that ‘<* the bequeft of 
his maternal grandfather did not fall to him fill 


TS tla urge ace AT Van ee 
i Lue Eriron, Dec. 2oth. 
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““< {ome timie after his marriage; and that when he 
*““ got the eftate, it was fo incumbered with annui- 
““ tants, and harafled by fubfequent litigations, as to 
<s¢ afford him hardly any relief(/).”” Tume and chance 
have put: into my hands the ‘* amended anfwer” of 
Hugh M‘Aulay Boyd to the bill of complaint, which 
was filed againft him in the Chancery court of ireland, 
under that name, by Hugh Boyd, Efq. at fome period, 
fubfequent to the year 1769. This axfwer, which was 
figned by Barry Yelverton, the prefent Lord Chief 
Baron of the Exchequer in Ireland; and which mutt 
have been fworn to by Hugh M‘Aulay Boyd, throws 
compleat light upon that obfcure 'tranfaction: And, 
I will, therefore, fubmit to the reader feveral appofite 
faéts, which I have carefully colleCted from it. 

It is expreisly flated, that Hugh. Boyd of Bally- 
caftle died in 1765, as I have ike eady intimated ; 
after fettling his eftates, by will, on his children, and 
piagechilitleods in ftrict entail, with contingent remain- 
ders, and with trufts, and ules, almoft without end. 
His eftate of Redbay, with the lands of Drumacha- 
man, and Drumakit, lying in the parifh of Laid, 
within the barony of Glencarin, and county of An- 
trim, he devifed to his grandfon, Adam Boyd, and 
his iffue male; and in cafe of his death, without iffue 
male, he fettled the fame eftate and lands, in the fame 
manner, on his grandfon, Hugh M‘Aulay, and his 
iffue male, on. condition, that he and they toek the 
name of Boyd: Truftees were appointed by the -de- 
vifor to manage the eftate of Adam Boyd, and em- 


sowered to raife money thereon, for defraying the 


(f) Preface to The Ladian Obferver, 
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iffue female; and at the fame time aflumed the name 
of Boyd; as.we may fee, in his verified anfwer to the 
bill of complaint. It is apparent, from a confidera- 
tion of every circumftance, that thefe events mutt 
have taken place, during the laft week of April 1769, 
Adam Boyd died, as we have feen, at Philadelphia, 
in December 1768; the news of this important death 
would be immediately tranfmitted by his connections, 
there, to his truftees in Ireland; and as fuch news 
could not be concealed, Alexander M‘Auley, who 
lived in Antrim, would fpeedily fend the interefting 
information to his brother Hugh, in London; April 
1769 is, therefore, the epoch of the affumption of the 
name of Boyd by our noted author, who, during 
three months, wrote the famous letters of Junius, 
while he retained the more democratical, but lefs dig- 
nified name, of M‘AuLtey(¢). 


In 


(g) Junius publifhed his firft letter, as I have often ftated, for 
the ufes of recolleCtion, on the 21ft of January 1769. Sir William 
Draper anfwered him, on the 26th. And during February, and 
March, Junius was chiefly occupied with this antagonift. The 
ninth, tenth, and eleventh letters of Junius were dated on the roth, 
the 21f, and 24th of April 1769. His next letter was dated on 
the 30th of the fubfequent May. Meanwhile, Sir William Draper 
publifhed another letter, which was dated from Clifton, on the 24th 
of April; and which was not anfwered by Junius, who was gene- 
rally alert, though Sir William fpoke contemptuonily of his “ fal 
affertions,” and talked difdainfully of a writer, who “ ftill ulks in 
the dark, in the mean fubterfuge of a mafe,” From thefe fads, it 
is plainly inferible, that the writer of Junius was not in England, 
when this letter was publifhed, on the rft of May 1769. This 
letter appeared in the edition of Junius, publifhed in 1771, with 
«« the Anecdotes of the Author:’’ 
the cenuine edition of JuNtus, in 1772. Thefe circumftances, and 
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In p.6g: ‘ As his own father did not die opulent, 
“we may eafily fuppofe, that the fon was deprived, 
“ in 1766, at once of the benefit of a father’s advice, 
“and of the refource of a father’s purfe.” In con- 
firmation of thefe fentiments, I will here. fubjoin, for 
the reader’s fatisfaction, an attefted copy of the laft 
will of Alexander M‘Auley, who died, as we have 
feen [before, p.53], on the 13th of July 1766: 

“Tn the name of God, Amen. J, Alexander 
“ M‘Auley, of the city of Dublin, efquire, Do make 
“¢ this my laft will and teftament, in manner following : 
“< T devife all my real eftate to my kinfman James 
‘Stewart, of Coleraine, efquire, my fon-in-law John 
“ Godley, efquire, and my eldeft fon Alexander 
A M‘Auley, Upon Truft, that they, or the furvivors 
“or furvivor of them, or the heirs of fuch furvivor, 
** fhall fell a competent part thereof, in aid of my per- 
“ fonal eftate, for payment of all my debts, of what 
“kind foever, and funeral expences; and out of what 
“ fhall remain unfold to pay a yearly rent charge of 
“‘ forty pounds to my dearly beloved wife, for her life, 
‘in addition to her jointure; and a yearly rent charge 
“of one hundred pounds to my younger fon Hugh 


“© M‘Auley, 


a 
e 


thofe dates, caft a vivid light on the condu& of M‘Auley, after 
he was informed of the contingencies, which gave him, as a re- 
mainder-man, an eftate; and fhow diftinétly, that he fet out from 
London, immediately, after the 24th of April, and returned fror 
Ireland, immediately, cfore the 30th of May 1769. His letter 
to the Duke of Grafton, of this date, appears, from its whole 
context, as if the author of it had re/umed a fubjeG, which he had 
for Jome time forgotten. Upon the whole, I fubmit this long note te 
the reader, as a flrong link of the extended chain of circumftan- 
tial evidence, which has been accurately arranged, for proving, that 
M<Auley-Boyd was the writer of Junius’s Letters, 
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“« M*‘Auley, for his life; the faid feveral rent charges 
“to be paid by equal half-yearly payments, upon 
every firft day of May and firft day of November, 
the firft payment to be made on fuch of the faid 
‘ days as fhall happen next after my death, and to be 
recovered by diftrefs; the faid yearly rent charge of 
‘one hundred pounds to be unto my faid fon Hugh, 
in lieu and full fatisfaGtion of and for all claims and 
* demands whatfoever, which he can or may have upon 
“* my affets or effects: The faid Truftees to ftand feifed 
“of what fhall remain unfold of my real eftate (fub- 
“ject to the faid feveral rent charges), In Truft, for 
“‘ my faid eldeft fon Alexander, his heirs and affigns. 
‘© In Witnefs whereof I have hereunto, and to’a du- 
“‘ plicate hereof, fubfcribed my name, and afhxed my 
“ feal, this 23d day of December 1763. 


oo i oe : 
‘ ALEXANDER M‘AUuLEY, 

Deal, | 

te 


Adminiftration of the goods, &c. of Alexander 
M‘Auley, with the above will annexed, was granted 
to Alexander M‘Auley, his natural, and lawful, fon, 
on the 23d of May 1767. 

It is a fact, which I will mention, on the authority 
of a very intelligent friend of Boyd, in addition to all 
experience, as to the kindly affections of the female 
fex, that when the inattention, and imprudence, of 
Boyd had involved him in the moft complicated emi- 
barraffnents, his mother came from Dublin to Lon- 
don, in order to fee how fhe could relieve him from 
his inextricable difficulties.* 

* This excellent woman died in 4782, or 1783. 
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132 THE APPENDIX. [WITH REGARD 
In p. 60: “* Hugh M‘Auley-Boyd was now to 


<¢ maintain a wife and family, as well as he could, by 
“‘ whatever means.” His means may be thus efti- 


mated: 
% Ace 
From the will of his father, half-yearly, on the 1f i el Si 


re 
of May, and the 1ft of November - > 


From the eftate of Redbay, after his ficnediee as } 
260 0 O 


the remainder-man, in April176g - - - 
From his wife’s income - - - = = = = = 300 0 O 


r ws REN BARDS 26 
The total of his yearly income, £: 666: $8 
which was probably ill paid ; 


But, in the courfe of his extreme embarraffments, be- 
fore he went to India, he had fettled on the Redbay 
eftates {o many annuities, as to exhauift the whole an- 
nual income; and he had prevailed on his wife to 
difpofe of one hundred arabe of her annuity. 
tated of making a fortune in India, M‘Auley Boyd 
was fup refed, by sstdilipsht men at Madras, to have 
died in debt fixty-two thoufand ftar pagodas, or 


£.24,800 fterling. 
In p.63: “ M‘Auley Boyd returned, with his fa- 
“© mily, to London, Biobabl ly,in1775.’ I have fince 


been tifotined that, about the year 1776, he rented 
that commodious houfe, on the Eaft fide of Norfolk- 
ftreet, in the Strand, next the river; that Mr. Cobb, 
who was then an eminent upholfterer, in St. Martin’s 
lane, furnifhed the houfe for him; that as the value of 
the furniture was not paid, at the appointed time, 
Mr. Cobb obtained of Mr. Boyd a bond and judge- 
ment, for the debt, amounting We 370; that for this 
fum Mr. Cobb, being ftill unfatisfied, entered up‘ the 
judgement, ‘and in autumn 1778 laid his execution 


on the goods, in the houfe of Mr. Boyd; that, owing 
+ 
& 


aA 


og 


to Junius.] THE APPENDIX. 133 
to the mifconduct of the attorney, the fheriff’s officer 
remained in the houfe for feveral months, during which 
time, Mr. Cobb was obliged to pay: the rent of 
the houfe; that, in the end, Mr. Boyd’s man-fervant 
purchafed the furniture, which was {till in the poffef- 
fion of the fheriff’s officer; when Mr. Cobb, after much 
delay, trouble, and charge, obtained his debt. All the 
beforementioned fa@s, I was told by the very perfon, 
who was employed by Mr. Cobb to put the furniture 
into Mr. Boyd’s houfe; and who added, that, after 
feeing Mr. Boyd frequently, he : aie ared to him to be 
a very intelligent, civil, fair- iat king man; but, that 
he never could find out, wh o he was, or-by what 
means he lived, only that he had married a Weft-India 
lady, with a fortune. Thus much from this intelli- 
gent and communicative perfon, who is now himfelf 
an eminent upholfterer. 

The fa& is, that this tranfaiion was afterwards 
brought into Weftminfter-hall, where it 1s remembered, 
as Boyd? 5 Cafe, though the lawyers themfelves, as they 
do not clea rly fecollets the faéts, do not diftin@ly un- 
derftand the cafe; for, it was firft mentioned to me, 
as the cafe of a diftre/s oe rent, which it could not 


well be. From one of the briefs, in the caufe, which 
brief accident has brought into 1 te hands, I will ftate 


the faéts, for the information of the lawyers. In 1778, 
and for fome years before, there lived wv with Mr. Bo x) 
aman fervant, named John Percy, and a woman fer- 


vant; his wife, who from many {avings, in a courfe of 
cr 
‘eo 


years, had accumulated money enou; gh to buy £ fem 
Faft-India 3 per cent. annuities ; and wh o, feeing an 
execution 6 longiin the houfe, were oe aded by 


Mr. Boyd to fell out their India annuitics, to pay off 
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the debt, and to take the goods, at their appraifed 
value, in the hands of the fheriff’s officer... In this 
manner, was the execution of Mr. Cobb {fatisfied ; 
and, thereupon, ercy rented the good s to his okies: 
at an yearly jum of £.30. In the fubfequent year, 
9, another execution was laid upon the fame goods, 
saint at the fuit of one Mr: Workman, 

ained a bill for £.50 of a third perfon, 
ee Boyd had indor! nec to accommodate a 
friend. Percy, with the affiftance of thofe, who faw 


? 
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and pitied his fituation, fatisfied this fecond execu- 
tion; and he was thereupon advifed to bring an action 
again{t the fheriffs Pugh and Wright, in the court of 


F'xchequer, for the recovering back of what he had 
thus been sbliged to pay wrongfully. This aétion of 
Esa v. Pugh and W might \ was tried, on Monday, 
t] June 1780, at Weftminfter-hall, before 
the Lord Chief Baron LD who, in froma up 
the evidence to the jury, informed them, that there 
did not ar ute in the caufe any other queftion of law, 
but whether the traniaction were bond fide, or colour- 
able; which, it was fir them to dcistanes from the 


7} 

i 
J 
1 


} 


sack The facts, a have been ftated, were 
fo clearly made out in proof, that the jury did not 


find for the nlevatifl The records of 
Weltminfter-hall furnith the moft indubitable proofs, 
year after year, of the incorrigible inattention, and 
endleis ee ae of M‘Au 1] ey Boyd. 
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ncular cafe, which fhows at 
i Boyd, th at 
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when he departed, in the fubfequent year, for Madras, 
Percy fold his b oks te John Townfon, the late India 
Director, for about £.70; an inconfiderable fum, 


which 
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which proves what has been already intimated, that 
Mr. Boyd did not enjoy the benefit of a library. 

In p. 70: How he was particularly employed in 
“ p94, and 17.78, 1am unable to tell.’ How he 
was bufily employed, in that period of his various 
occupations, I have fince learned from fubfequent in- 
quiries. “© When Lauchlan M‘Leane, fays Verax(h), 
“ came over fromthe Nabob of Arcot, to ferve his intereft 
‘in the India-houfe, Mr. Stewart introduced him to 
“ Boyd. “They dined together at the Shak{peare ta- 
“ vern; and J was of the party till one in the morn- 
“ing, when they went upon bufinels; and J de- 
“ parted. They fat together the whole night; and 
« Mr. Boyd was retained to write in favour of the 
‘© Nabob’s cafe, and publifhed a pamphlet ;_ and wrote 
“ in fupport of it in the Gazetteer.” The fact, how- 
ever, is, that Boyd became carly acquainted with his 
countryman M‘Leane; and, it 1s in evidence, that 
Boyd wrote in fupport of the Nabob’s pretenfions, in 
the Public Advertifer. He did much more for the 
Nabob. Every one muft remember what debates en- 
fued, at the India-houfe, when news arrived of the 
revolution at Madras, which was occafioned by the 


arreft of Lord Pigot, in purfuance of orders from the 


majority of the Council. At a Court of Proprietors, 
on the 7th of May 1777, a motion was made by Si: 
Herbert Mackworth to recal Lord Pigot, together 
with the whole council; “ in order to have thet 
“ refpective conduct more effectually inquired into.” 
Whereupon, “ Mr. Boryp, Mr. Redhead, and Mr. 


“ Mac Leang, alleged, that Mr. Rous had, with- 


(4) True Briton, 19th Dec. 1799. 
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** out any foundation, made the Nabob a party in the 
‘ queftion(z).” But, was this our Hugh Boyd? 
Ves: Che fact may be proved by record evidence, 
that, on the 22d of April 1774, £. 500 India ftock 
were transferred to Hugh Boyd, Efq. of Norfolk- 
{treet, in the Strand, by John Dawes; and was res 
transferred, in May, and July, of the fame year, after 
(‘Leane had {failed for India. 
Boyd not only fpoke, but wrote, for the Nabob, in 
the newspapers, and in pamphlets. During March or 
the Lirectors of the India Company appear to have 


greatly affected by thefe publications: And, 
they publifhed, in the London Gaze tte of the 29th. 
of March, an advertifement inft two pamphlets ; 
becaufe ‘* they conceived tthe otis therein to be un- 


the defign to be extremely dangerous, 
: yject ‘of the author to be the depreciation 
“of the Company.’ This notice was immediately 
encountered by an advertifement from Lauchlan 
M‘Leane, the Nabob’s agent, who avowed the two 
reprobated pamphlets; ‘* having furnifhed all the 
materials of which they are compofed:” And, he 
undertook to defend them, at the hazard of his 


a 


From 


(i) Scots Mac 1797s ip. 257. 
(*) vee the whole proceea: ing's ; in the Scots Magazine, 17775 
219-20. The two pamphlets, which were thus complained of 
DitftVe, aft ious, and dangerous, Were entitled; 1. * Letter from 
«« Mahomed Ali Chan, Nabob of Arcot, to the Court of DireGors :?” 


2. “ Original Papers relative to Tanjore.” After a careful exa- 

mination of thefe two Trads, , L think, that they were both written 

by M<Auley Boyd, from ‘ee x le a = which had been furnithed 

by M«Leane. ‘he fate of fas, which was annexed to this Lets 
of S 3 

ee ure plainly ax by he wy] WAITS hit in rn h d f 

te, was plainly drawn by the vigorous, but inaccurate, hand of 


9 Boyd. 
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From the difficult tafk of defending the pretenfions 
of the Nabob, it required little of the dexterity of 
Boyd to engage in the ftill harder tafk of vindicating 
the conduét of the four counfellors, Stratton, Brooke, 
Floyer, and Mackay, who had overturned the admi- 
niftration of Lord Pigot. He feribbled for them, 
chiefly, in the news-papers ; and, they in return gave, 
and lent, him money. In purfuance of an addrefs 


Boyd. The Introdudion to the Tanjore papers is fill more obvioufly 
the elegant, and energetic, work of Boyd. The following paffage 
is copied almoft verbatim from his Antrim Letters: “ Tyranny, 
“cruelty, opprefiion, laid wafte the country without; riot, de- 
«« bauchery, and every fpecies of vice, reigned within the palace.”? 
[p.xi1.] This tract, confifting of 134 pages, was fold, on the 
12th of December 1796, by Leigh and Sotheby, at the fale of 
W. Gerard Hamilton’s books, for zwo-pence. The Letter from the 
Nabob was fold, at the fame time, for the fame price. Neither of 
thefe pamphlets feem to have been read by W. G. Hamilton; as 
the fheets, whereof they confifted, had not been. cut open, when 
they came to my hands. There was another pamphlet, which ap- 
peared, at the fame time, from the fame fource, entitled, « Ori- 
«« ginal Papers, tranf{mitted by the Nabob of Arcot to Great Bri- 
«tain;’? and which was obviouily the compilation of Boyd, from 
the inftru€tions of M‘Leane. 

The authenticity of thofe pamphlets, M‘Leane, the well-known 
agent of the Nabob, undertook by public advertifement to affert, 
under the penalty “ of having his zame configned to difgrace and iz- 
<< famy”’ M*<Leane did not live to pay the forfeiture of bis names 
For, he failed for India, in 1777, and was heard of never more. 

The tafk of confuting the conjoint pamphlets of M‘Leane, and 
Boyd, was afligned by the India Direftors to Mr. George Rous, 
under the fuperintendance of a Committee. After a while, he 
produced three huge, quarto, volumes of fuch curious, and au- 
thentic, documents, as to reduce the value of the faid pamphlets 
to rawo-pence, a-piece: He entered, indeed, into no reciprocation 
of {martnefs: But, fuch is the difference between ¢ruth, however 
fimple, and declamgtion, however fplendid ! 
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138 THE / APPENDIXS  [Wereendian 
from the Houfe of Commons, the four Counfellors 
were tried, for the before-mentioned mifdemeanour, 
in the court of King’s Bench, on the 20th of Decem: 
ber 1779: And, being found guilty, though the evi- 
dence did not fupport the inference, which was drawn 
by the information, they were each of them fentenced 
to pay a thoufand pounds (/). Poor Boyd being in 
the end hunted, by the terriers of the law, from his 
houfe in Norfolk-ftreet, found a covert in the obf{cu- 
rity of Chedley-court, Pall-mall; whence he efcaped, 
on a Sunday sii to Ireland, on his courfe to 


India, 1 » Januai ary 1781(m). It thus appears, notwith- 
ftanding what ha aaah already intimated [before, p. nie Vs 
that M‘Aules y-Boyd, aticcs we have feen {fpeaking, 


and writing, as an jatirusient | in M‘QLeane’s hands, for 
the Nabob, and fcribbling, as an apologift, for his 


friends, the counfellors, had not to begin the fudy of 


Oriental politicks, when he arrived, after all his dangers, 
at Madras. 


1 


In 


€/) An. Reg. 1779, p. 316: Scots Mag. 1780, p. 102-3. 
(m) From fome documents, which have fallen into my lands, 

I obferve, that one of the counfellors before mentioned, fhabbil ly 
reclaimed, of the unhappy Boyd, a debt of an hundred pounds, 
which had been originally fecured on a note of hand, whereon 
procefs iflued in May 1780; and which debt was finally fettled by 
+ band, dated the 2d of January 1781. He fet off for India, ime 
rediagely after this date; being kindly accommodated by an unal- 
erable friend with £.700, which Boyd never repaid, Boyd.arrived 
at Madras rather /ate, than early, in 1781. But, he never aGted.as 
fecretary, or afliftant fecretary, to Lord Macartney, who merely 
gave him his protection. One of his firft mortifications, and hin- 
drances, arofe from the difadvantageous circumftance, that he was 
nota fervant of the Company: When he was appointed joint har- 
bour-maiter of Madras with Mr. Corbit, and. was named firft in 
2 the 


sy 


THE 
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To Junius.] 

In p.ss: “ He certainly acquitted himfelf with 
credit at Trinity college; and had a memory of fingular 
treneth.”’—-While he {till remained at the univerfity, 
he difcovered a very uncommon faculty of carrying 
on multiplication to a great extent, at leaft,;to the 
length of multiplying nine figures by nine, with the 


| oOo Oo 
Lin of his memory, alone. An intelligent friend, 


who was intimately acquainted with M‘Av iley Boyd, 


the commifiion, his co-partner infifted fo ftrenuoufly on his right, as 
a fervant of the Company, that the writings were “etnies ed: and 
the name of Corbit was interted before the name of Boyd. 

This imprudent man was not in the leait changed either im his 
habits, or his practices, by his change of fituation: He learned no- 
thing in the {chool of adverfity: The mind of Boyd fcorned the 
leffons of experience. He became fenfible, however, at the fad 
moment, “ when round his death-bed every friend fhould run,” 
that fome friends had abandoned him. {Life of Boyd, prefixed to the 
ind. Obferver, p.2z2.] No wonder! A thoufand weakneffes, and 
peccadilloes, are forziven in young men, which cannot be endured 
in a man of forty. A tranfaction happened about that time, which 
probably brought poor Boyd, with forrow, to an untimely grave: 
Capt. Lloyd, of the Manfhip Indiaman, fold to Boyd a fmall cargo 
of printing types, paper, and other articles of flationary; and 
finding it almoft impofiible to obtain payment, he difcovered with 
his ufual activity, and acutenefs, that Boyd had fold the fame paper 
to a third perfon, for a lefs value than he had bought it: Upon 
this difcovery, Lloyd told Boyd, that if he did not immediately 
pay him the price of his goods, he would. caufe him to be carried 
into the Aen court of Madras: The debt was thereupon pai 
Within the ample extent of our biography, there is not a chara@er, 
which fo completely refembles that of Boyd, as the accurate deli- 
neation of Savage’s life, which Johnfon finifhed, with thefe appo 
fite reflections: “« Let thofe who, in confidence of fuperior capaci- 
‘‘ ties, or attainments, difregard the common maxims of life, be 
« reminded, that nothing will fupply the want of prudence; and 


«that negligence and irregularity, long continued, will make 


ct 


« knowledge ufelefs, wit ridiculous, and genius contemptible.” 


from 


140 THE APPENDIX. {WiTH REGARD 
from 1766 to 1781, has affured me that, as he knew 
this remarkable anecdote of him, he laid a wager of 
a Tu mp and dozen, that he would procure a perfon, 
who would multiply nine digits by nine, from the 
efforts of his memory, niited that he pits {poke 
to Boyd, who readily undertook to Ps rform this fingu- 
lar operation, in arithmetic, which he knew he sould 
do with eafe; that the parties met, for this purpofe, 
at feven o’clock in the morning, in the houfe of the 


gentleman, who laid the wager; and that Boyd hay- 
— 


ing performed the tafk by eG: while the fame 
gentleman made the fame calculation with his pen, 
won the wager. My intelligen Efi iend alfo informed 


ne, that Boyd appeared to ith to derive fome help 
from his fingers (7). 


In p.58: “ M*‘Auley Boyd became acquainted with 
‘many members of the Literary C/ub.” It is more- 
over true, as VERAXx has indeed intimated, that 
aahices Boyd was a member of the Anonymous Club, 
at the Globe tavern, in Pouce wherein he often 
fpoke: But, his ftyle of oratory was not brilliant: As 
a f{peaker, he as . ike his father, flow, and fometimes 
tedious; yet, was he always Gnteliveede and figurative. 

As a writer, Re ae more facility: But, as I was 
told by the fame infedligdent friend, who knew M‘Auley 


7 
1} 


a] 


Boyd moft thoroughly, he feldom, or never wrote, 


(2) Verax, I obferve, has remarked, “« that Boyd could mul- 
* tiply five figures by five, and give the fum total, in the dark.” 
jTrue Barron.] The fact is, as I have ftated, that M<Auley 
firft fhowed, at Lane college, this uncommon faculty, which en- 
abled him to carry on the multiplication to zine figures. ‘This per- 
formance evinged a great ftrength of memory and fteadinefs of 
head. 


ro Junius.] THE APPENDIX, igt 
in the day-time, fuch were his habits of diffipation ; 
he chofe the night, for his lucubrations, after every 
body had retired to reft, from one to three o’clock, 
in the morning. This fra accounts fufficiently for 
the inaccuracies, which abound in all his writings, and 
in his Junius, particularly. 

It is a fact, which all who knew Boyd recollect 
clearly, that his command of temper was fuch, he 
could not be agitated into paffion, though he could, 
and often did, make other perfons angry by his own 
coolnefs. ‘This is another trait of charaéter, which 
gave him a manifeft fuperiority over his antagonifts, 
both in his Junius, and.in his other controverfial 
writings. 

In p.92: “ I have impartial evidence to prove, that 
“¢ M<‘Auley Boyd was forward to fhow an intereft about 
“ the letters of Juntus.’’—The {ame intelligent friend 
has alfo aflured me, that M‘Auley Boyd u/ed to carry 
Junius, im his pocket ; 
more brilliant paflages in his favourite author. 

In December, 1777, Boyd made another vifit to 
Ireland, and refided with his mother in Mary-ftreet, 
Dublin. 

In 17479, he publithed “ Genuine Abftracts from 
“Two Speeches of the late Earl of Chatham, with 
“ fome Introductory Obfervations, and Notes.” In 
thefe Introductory Obfervations, may be feen the fame 
fentiments, and language, as an attentive reader would 
perceive in his Amrim Letters, and in his Yumus. Some 
of the fame fentiments, I have feen in his private letters. 
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A RECAPITULATION of the ARGUMENT, 


Tw all cafes, wherein the proof is to arife from a variety 
of circumftances, a recapitulation is aes en neceflary, anc 
always ufeful, for bringing together the diftant circunt- 
ftances, and for drawing the fair inferences from the 
previous premifes. 

1. The artifices of the writer of Junius, and the 
intereft of his publifhers, have, at all times. attributed 
the writing of thefe letters to a vari¢ ety of men, as it 
fuited their feveral defigns, on fucceffive occafions: it 
therefore became neceflary to fhew, bY a particular ex- 
amination, that none of the perfons, who had thus been 
mentioned by artifice, and maligned -by intereft, as 
the authors of Junius’s.letters, were the writers of epif- 
tles, which are oftener mentioned, than perfectly un- 
derftood. It is apparent, that the allegations on thefe 
feveral heads of imputation mutt neceflarily deftroy 
each other, as the antidote counteracts poifon. - There 
are intelligent perfons, who even now perfuade them- 
felves, that cither Edmund Burke, or W. Gerard Ha- 
milton, wrote thofe letters: Yet’ both thofe perfons 
rejected the imputation, at times, when they could 
not be fufpected of fallacy (a). What inference can be 
drawn from the commparifon of their public writings, 
or private epiftles, when tried by the fatisfactory proofs, 
which arife from the accurate collation of M‘Auley 


(2) Se p. 5-44. ee 
Boyd’s 
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Boyd’s productions, fupported as fuch collat 
oy a thout fand collateral circumftances ! 

2. In order to narrow the queftion, I have fhown, 
that the letters of Junrus were written neither by an 
Englifh, nor by a Scottith, author; but by a native of 
Ireland (2). Ihave proved, that Hugh M‘Auley was 
born and educated at Dublin. 

. That the letters of Junius were written by an in- 
en iced, or a juvenile pen, I have proved beyond 
contradiction (c). As Hugh pe was born in cg 

i 746, 

(4) See the proofs of this pofition in the note (m) p. 84: Add to 


thefe, that the father of Hugh M‘Auley ufes, in Ais will [p. 130.] 
the word Younger, in the fame anomalous fenfe, as his fon ufed E/der 


for Elde/. 
(c) See p.8s5—8: Let me add, that uncommon genius, and pre- 
nature talents, were not produced, only, at Dublin, and Briftol, 


during that period : Edinburgh gave to Dr. M‘Kenzie a fon of 


Kohiderablé genius and iknd talents, who died under age in 
i780. See the eulogium by Mr. Profeflor Dalzel, on James 
M«Kenzie: “ At the age of tave/ve his converfation was fuch as to 
« afford very high pleafure, and even inftruction to perfons ad- 
« vanced in life.” [Scots Mag. 1780, p. 180.] And fee fpecimens 
of his poetry, at the age of savelve, and of /ixicen. [1b. 209—10.] 
Dr. Beattie, of Aberdeen, had once a fon, alas! who was, by the 
recommendation of the Marefhal College, appointed a eens at 
the age of azneteen, and died in 1790, when he had paffed twenty~ 
two. Both M‘Kenzie, and Beattie, were not more remarkable for 
genius, than for their meral qualities: In this laft refpect, they 
were far fuperior to Chatterton, and M<Auley Boyd. Beattie was 
equal to Chatterton for his intuitive knowledge of life: and he 
was fuperior to Boyd, in erudition, and in the qualities of a poet; 
yet, whether he could have produced {uch polit ical papers as 
Boyd’s, I am unable to decide: Had Beattie been turned out on 
the wilds of the world, to feek for fubfiftence, amidft the competi- 
tions of life, he certainly could have written political lucubrations, 
both in profe and verfe, with great acumen, and seein {See the 
inftrustive life of James Hay Beattie A.M. by Dr. Beattie a fae 
Majetty’s 
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6, and began to write Funzus’s epiftles in January 
thefe epiftles were written by him in the twenty- 
he twenty-fourth, and the twenty-fifth years of 
his age: He wrote them, in the midft of difipation, 
oo W ais nature and nature’s works lay hid in night.” 

4, The letters of Junius were publifhed by a perfon, 
who delighted #0 ji/i in troubled waters. .So M‘Auley 
Boyd, 


Y 
oan 


<¢ A foldier now, he with his coat appears, 
< A fi/ber now, his trembling angle bears (d).” 


¢. The writer of Junius was a frequent attendant 
in both houfes of Bari lament, who often quotes {craps 


of parliamentary {peeches, as taken by himfelf(e). This 
trait diftinguifhed M‘Auley wiRuva above all others. 


6. By comparing Junius with the other witings of 
M‘Auley Boyd, we fee the fame characterifticks in all : 
the fame elegance and energy; the fame inaccuracy 


fa) 
and inexperience; the fame topicks, and imagery, aise! 
expreffions ; the fame turbulence; and, even i his 
Odbferver, may be traced 

«« The cockle of rebellion, infolence, fedition (/).” 


g.; it 


Majefty’s reign has been, indeed, very fruitful in premature ta- 

lents s: the King’s Minifter difplayed all the refplendent powers of 
ey reat Orator, and profound Statefman, at the early age of 

venty-two. 

oh fa} See p. 88, and the Gen. Edit. of Junius, Pref. xviii. 

(e) See p. 83—4. 

(f) See p. 88—g9—90 ; and fee particularly the note (s) in p66: 

Unlefs this note can be either anfwered, or explained away, my po- 

fition muft be admitted, as incontrovertible: For, 1ft, it is an“un- 

doubted fact, that MsAuley Boyd wrote *¢he /etfers to the Antrim 

Rie rs, with peculiar references to Nie Nius; 2dly, we dee 
tranfplanted fi from the one to the other, the fame expre/fions, the fame 

sin the fame topicks, the fame flowers, and the fame policy ; 


3dly, 
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. It isalfo a peculiar characteriftic of M*‘Auley- 
fond, that he took a particular intereff in Junius; he 
carried Junius in his pocket; he f{pouted paflages 
from Junius; and, as if he Knew the writer, he talked 
with confidence; that the author: never would be 
difcovered (¢). 

8. The wife of M‘Auley-Boyd often fiufpected him of 
being the author of Junius, and the family of M‘Au- 
ley-Boyd,,in Ireland, have es had an habitual notion 
among them, that he was the writer of that famous 
paper eve 

g. M‘Auley-Boyd never ie elle the imputation 
a Edmund Burke, W. G. Ha- 
e, and others. He never claim- 


eda. 
of ers the author, 
} Ch Leap 
milton, Lord Sackvil 
: 


ed the honour of id wees Junius’s letters: If he had, 
] 


Loar aay 


° 


it would now be faid, that his va hy claimed what his 
talents could not execute: But as deeds {peak more 
perfuafively than words, he did its on feveral occa- 
fons, which is more fatisfaCtory in its inferences: He 
yirtual “di acknowledged, by his actions, which he did 


a 


not voluntarily perform, that he. was the author of 


writings, which he had early determined never) to 
avow: “The deeds themfelves, though mute, fpoke 
loud the doer” (2). 


diy, as. it is a known fa&, that he was Baten at Belfaft, while 
the Antrim Letters were written, he mu ift be acknowledged to be 
the thief, who ftole, w ith a dexterous hand, the glittering counters 
of Junius, to bribe his fellow freehelders. 


(g) See Pp. 92--93+ 
(hy Jd. | 


TT 7 ° 4 °e 
(2) See page co-1: He had private, as well as public, mo- 
tives for not acknowledging g hit fto be the author of Funius’e 
Epittles : He knew, that his private charagter could not bear in- 
fpection : Add to thefe intimations, that the mo rality of Funsus and 


of M‘Auley-Boyd are exadtly the fame. 
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10. Such are the affirmative proofs: Weare thus 
brought to the objeétions, sible are oppofed to my 
RIE N ES. and which confift, chiefly, of the affump- 
tions of fophifiry.. It is an affumption to’ fuppofe, 
that the writer of Junius was fome great perfonage, 
fome great politician, fome great lawyer, fome great 
{cholar. (k). It is an affumption to argue, that there 
isin Junius either inlet information, or fuperior 
knowledge, or any thing either in the matter, or man- 
ner, beyond the powers of M‘Auley-Boyd to pro- 


In order to meet fuch affumptions; I have 
fhown where, and how, M‘Auiey-BZoyd was educated ; 
In order to account for his smagery, I have proved, 
that while he was a bo at ie hool, his profe exercifes 
were too poeftcal to pleafe his father me 
With the defign to thew en at he could write, 
I have produced what he did write ; confifting of va- 
rious fpecimens of M‘Auley-Boyd’s writings, in profe, 
and verfe; and [I have contrafted his political papers, 


(kh). See p. 3-5 —44—46, 

(l). See p. 45—-8: Add to the proofs therein given, the 
writer’s notes to his Genuine Edition of Junius, in which the ingul- 
fitive reader will fee the fort of books, which he quotes, and quetes 
like a lawyer :—-The Hi/fory of the Minority. ‘[Gen. Ed. vol. 1. p- 
78. ] , De lolme on the Conftitution. [Pref.] Montefquieu 
[Ib.52.] The Cafe of the Middlejex Election. (1b. 45.] Blackitone’s 
Commentaries. [Ib. 161.] Pope’s Letters. [Ib.185.] Torcy’s 
Memoirs. [Ib. 197.] Ben Johnfon. [Vol. If) p. 96.] Doétor 
Mufgrave’s Examination. [{[b. 99.] Letter on Libels. [Ib: z0.] 


Coke,. 2 Int. [Ib..123.] Hawkins. [Ib. 165.] .Congreve’s 
Double Dealer. [ib. 210.) 4 loft. 2 ‘Hale,~P.°C. The Statutes. 
fib. 3z0—1.] State Tr. rib. 323.] Seldeh by N. Bacon 182, 
Tb. 327.| Parliamentary Hiftory. [Id.] Such was. the library 
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which were fucceflively publifhed, under different fig- 
natures, on the fame anarchical principle; having the 
fame topicks'and energies, the fame faults and beau- 
ties: On this head, I have fhown, by contraft, that 
the defects and excellencies, the affectations of ima- 
gery, and the peas of f{pirit, in his Funius and 
in his Od/erver, are the fame (1), though they were 
certainly written with diffimilar aims. 


13. For the purpofe of letting in the evidence of 


the writer’s widow, I have Meriiieed the record of 
their marriage ; which record, when couple d ith other 
proofs, precludes the fatal objection of an a/bi, and 
prevents the lefs formidable remark of the improbabi- 
lity that, in his circumftances, he would marry at fo 
early an age. 

14.. La fl, I have not either feen in the public 
controverfy, or heard in private converfation, any other 
objections, than doubts and hefitations, fophifms and 
fictions, which, when oppofed to affirmative proofs, 
muft appear to be of fo airy and light ‘a quality, that 
they are bnt the fhadows of a fhadow: Confidering, 
then, that there are fatisfactory evidence for the af- 
firmative pofition, and no evidence for the negative, 
i muff be allowed to conclude, with Ti, Lorson, that 
‘* thofe things are certain among men, which cannot 

be denied aithobre obftinacy ae folly.” 


(7) Sce before p. 66—96——99—109——1 11 — 1 121 1 61193 
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Printed by Luke Hanfard, Great Turnftile, Lincoln’s-Inn Fields, 
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